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Motes for the Ensuing Week. 


March 25.—Commission Day.—Huntingéon, Bodmin, York, 
Ruthin Assizes, 
»  25.—Sitting in Banco at Westminster. 
»  27.—Commission Day.—Cambridge Assizes. 


9» «=28.— 9 » Taunton, Mold, Presteign 
Assizes. 
» 29— ” » Nottingham, Shewsbury, Leeds 


» 30.— ” » Liverpool, Chester Assizes, 





CURRENT TOPICS. 


A rew years Aco it was held by the Court of Exche- 
quer, in Stocken v. Patrick (29 L. T. N. 8. 507), that the 
wife's attorney who had conducted a suit against the 
husband, justifiably instituted, for divorce on the ground 
of adultery and cruelty, could recover his costs as between 
attorney and client from the husband, as being necessaries 
for which the wife might pledge her husband’s credit. 
The same point appears to have been recently decided by 
Mr. Justice Denman in a case of Ottaway v. Hamilton 
(l. J., Notes of Cases, 54), where the extra costs, beyond 
the costs allowed on the taxation as between party and 
party, included payments to detectives employed to ob- 
tain information as to the acts of adultery. The allow- 
ance of costs of the detectives (for such we may probably 
take to be the result of the decision, although the 
learned judge is stated to have held that “ the plaintiff 
was entitled to such of the extra costs as the referee 
[agreed upon] should consider were fair and reasonable 
costs as between solicitor and client”), is an important 
feature in the case, But what we wish to ask is, why in 
future the costs in such eases should not be taxed in the 

‘first instance as between solicitor and client? There 
can be no good reason for the triple proceeding of, first, 
party and party taxation, next action against the hus- 
band, and, last, taxation as between solicitor and client. 





We arz inrormep that on Thursday last Vice- 
Chancellor Malins, addressing the bar at the rising 
of the court, said he had consulted Sir James 
Hannen as to the practice in his court as to 
motions, and he had ascertained from that learned 
judge that the practice is to set down all motions in a 
list in the order in which they are brought in, without 
teference to the priorities of counsel. ‘* And,” said the 
Vice-Chancellor, “I shall adopt that plan myself; not 
at once ; but sooner or later it will come to that.” The 
occasion on which this remark was made afforded a good 
illustration of the state of things on motion days in the 
court of the Vice-Chancellor ; for at the rising of the court 
the senior Queen’s Counsel had not obtained a decision on 


his second effective motion—that is to say, during the | 


Whole day no opposed motion had been made by any 
other counsel. The Vice-Ohancellor ordered that the 
motions. should be continued yesterday after the un- 
Opposed ns and short causes, and directed that 
two motions from each of the remaining Queen’s Counsel 
should be set down in a list for that day. We shall see 
Whether the Vice-Chancellor carries out his idea; our 
impression is that he will find grave difficulties in his 
Way, and that this alone will not afford a remedy 


for the evils complained of on motion day in his court. 





Ip re 18 rue Pact that at Lord Rosebery’s marriage 
the service at Christ Church was entered as 4 marriage on 


the register, it is clear that a contravention of the law 
was committed, for section 12 of 19 & 20 Vict. c. 119 ex- 
pressly provides that after a marriage before the registrar 
the reading or celebration of the marriage service of the 
persuasion of which the parties shall be members shail 
not ‘‘ be entered as a marriage among the marriages in 
the parish register.” And, assuming that the entry in the 
parish register was made in the usual form, another 
question may arise. The section above referred to pro- 
vides that “nothing in the reading or celebration of 
such service shall be held to supersede or invalidate any 
marriage so previously contracted”’ [i.¢., at the regis- 
trar’s office]. At the time of the religious service, there- 
fore, the parties were actually married. How were they 
described in the 5th column of the parish register? _ If 
as “ bachelor” and “spinster,” this was clearly a false 
entry, although, of conrse, made inadvertently. Any 
person who shall wilfully make, or cause to be made, for 
the purpose of being inserted in any register of marriage, 
any false statement touching any of the particulars therein 
required to be known and registered is liable to the penalty 
for perjury {6 & 7 Will. 4, c. 86, s. 41); and a noble 
lord was actually indicted in 1850 for having, on a 
remarriage with a lady, described himself in the re- 
gister book of St. George’s, Hanover-square,' as @ 
widower and his wife as a widow; but the judge said 
it was difficult to say it was done wilfully and corruptly, 
and the jury returned a-verdict of not guilty. 





Tus Government Bankruptcy Brix of last year con- 
tained a clause (17, paragraph 4), relating to a creditor's 
right of voting in respect of current bills of exchange, 
or promissory notes held by him under discount, which 
might have been construed as intended to effect a more 
extensive alteration in the law than a mere change in the 
right of voting. In-this year’s edition of the Bill, how- 
ever, the clause has been restricted; and as it now stands 
it provides, in effect, that the creditor shall not vote in 
respect of current bills and notes held by him under dis- 
count, unless he treats the liability of every person liable 
thereon antecedently to the debtor as security in his 
hands, and estimates the value thereof, and deducts the 
same from his proof; that he may be compelled, on ap- 
plication within the prescribed time, to give up such 
security for the benefit of the creditor on payment of the 
estimated value; but it is expressly provided that the 
estimate is not to prejudice tae right of the creditor 
t to receive from the estate of the debtor a dividend upon 

the whole amount of the bill. Even as thus restricted it 
is easy to see the difficulties which will beset the credi- 
tor before he can vote in the bankruptcy of a person 
whose name is on the bill. How is he to ascertain with 
accuracy the value of the other names on the bill? If 
he takes a cheerful and charitable view of their solvency 
and substantiality, he diminishes his voting power; if he 
| takes & y view he runs the risk of having to give 
| up the bill for the benefit of the creditors at the eatimated 
f value. ‘There.seems to be an impression abroad that it 


is sufficiently serious to necessitate a remedy invelv- 
ing this inconvenience? The Associated Chambers 
of Commerce to think itis; for in the Bankruptey 
Act Amendment Bill, introduced by Mr. Sampson Lloyd, 
and supported by them, there is contained a clause that 
“ for the purposes of voting,” similar provisions shall be 
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in force. On the other hand, Mr. G. J. Johnson, of 
Birmingham, in some observations we print elsewhere, 
while admitting, of course, that. the voting power con- 
ferred by holding 3 number of bills indorsed by a bank- 
rupt may be abused, states, as the result of his experience, 
that in all the cases which have come under his own 
notice the exercise of the power has been beneficial. 
** Over and over again,” he says, writing to Mr. Sampson 
Lloyd, “I have been able by the assistance of a proof of 
your own bank to defeat the designs of a canvassing 
accountant, who had got a few proofs, just sufficient, as 
he thought, to carry the appointment of trustee, or at 
least to embarrass the other candidates for the office, so 
as to get some part of the remuneration.” And he adds 
that the result of the adoption of the provision in Mr. 
Sampson Lloyd’s Bill would be certainly to “ prevent 
bankers in the majority of cases from proving at all.” 
This opinion from a solicitor of so much experience and 
eminence as Mr. Johnson ought to ensure careful con- 
sideration of the clause in the Government Bill before it 


is passed into law. 





We learn that appointments of new trustees contain- 
ing transfers of the trust estate are being daily presented 
at Somerset House in large numbers to have the addi- 
tional stamp affixed, rendered necessary by the decision 
in Hadgeté's case. 

It is stated that Mr. Thomas Senior, solicitor, the Brad- 
ford borough coroner, has sent in bis resignation to the 
corporation, in consequence of some dispute with the town 
clerk in reference to certain expenses which the coroner 
claims. 

At a specis] meeting of the Birmingham Chamber of 
Commerce held on Wednesday afternoon to consider the 
Government Bankruptcy Law Amendment Bill and the Bill 
for the Amendment of the wae ioe 4 Act (1869), a sub- 
committee which bad been appointed to consider the subject 
submitted a report embodying the following recommenda- 
tions :—1. That all the provisions of the Act of 1869, not 
inconsistent with our subsequent recommendations, be 
retained, in order that the benefit of the judicial interpreta- 
tion put upon them during the seven years they have been 
in operation may not be lost. 2. That the new provisions 
of the present Bill be opposed, as tending to complicate, and 
therefore to render more costly, all proceedings. 3. That 
the following alterations be made in the Act of 1869 :— 
4. The Arrangement Clauses, 125, 126, and 127, to be 
totally repealed, thus making bankruptcy the only protec- 
tion yh sera the right of each creditor to recover his debt. 
5. wing the debtor himself to petition for adjudication. 
6. Vesting the bankrupt’s pro in an official trustee 
immediately on adjudication, as before recommended, and 
providing such vesting is to be a restraint of all execu- 
tions, unless the court otherwise orders. 7. Only one 
meeting to be held (to be adjourned if necessary), and such 
meeting to be (a) fixed by the trustee es com- 
mittee; (5) to be preceded by the bankrupt filing a statement 
of affairs. 8, At this meeting the creditors are to decide in 
what way the bankrupt’s affairs are to be dealt with as before 
recommended, and to have the power to appoint their own 
trustee, otherwise the official trustee to be the permanent 
trustee. 9. The trustee’s remuneration, whether official or 
otherwise, should be fixed by the creditors or committee of 

ion. With respect to miscellaneous ions, the 
committee recommended also that clause eons we Bill should 
adopted as being more comprehensive the exist- 
ing Act, and that the 4th clause of section 17 should be 
struck out. The chairman, J.8. Wright, Eeq., after referring 
to the foregoing recommendations, moved, ‘‘That in the 
opinion of this chamber it is most desirable that the Bank- 
raptcy Act (1869) should be amended a short supple- 
mentary Bill r than by the passing of an entirely new 
measure. That this chamber therefore generally approves 
the Bill now tefore Parliament, introdu by Mr. 
Samyson Lioyd, M.P., and others, entitled, ‘a Bill to 
amend the yng Act (1869), and that the chairman 
& petition to both Houses of Parlia- 
ment in its favour.” After a few remarks from Mr. G. J, 
Johneon, the resolation was carried, subject to such amend- 
ment as the council might think desirable. 








March 23, 1878, 
RIGHT TO LATERAL SUPPORT FOR A 
BUILDING. 
It. 


Ws discussed last week the reasonableness of presuming 
a grant of the right to support. But the time hag 
for discussion. Every case of first impression 
must be decided on considerations of analogy or ex. 
pediency which may variously impress different minds, 
and if after decision the discussion of these grounds 
of decision could be re-opened by any other court, 
though of no greater authority, and no better 
qualified in such matters, there would be a vast increase 
of litigation and no advancement of law. A court may 
seek for logical ways of escape from the application of 
a rule to cases in which it would operate harshly, but to 
overrule a decision because a judge disapproves of its 
policy, or sees that it is founded on a fallacy or a fiction, is 
a course not often adopted by English courts. As well 
might the judges of the Court of Exchequer, upon 
ceasing to be paid by fees, have required every subject 
suing before them fora debt to prove his inability to 
discharge his obligations to the Crown. These fanciful 
presumptions have nothing to do with any presumption 
that is made in investigating truth, and to object that 
what a jury is asked to assume is the least likely thing 
that they could assume is to mistake a question of 
expediency and law for one of positive truth or logic. 

The main object of Tenterden’s Act was to give case 
of mind and conscience to judges and juries by making 
the claim of title by prescription as safe and easy of 
proof as a claim by lost grant. But it has a limited 
application, and has not abolished the right to presume 
or to direct the presumption of a lost grant, whether in 
cases within its scope or in those which it does not 
reach (of which the claim to support is one) ; and still, 
as formerly, juries may be directed to find, and may 
find, that a right has been granted by a deed which 
they believe was never executed. Mr. Goddard, indeed, 
in his learned treatise, cites Lord Westbury’s dictum to 
the contrary in Tapling v. Jones (11 H. L. ©. 290) as 
determining “ that in the case of a right to light, the 
Act has had the effect of abolishing the common law 
title by prescription, and establishing that that right can 
now only be acquired by prescription under the statute” 
(Goddard on Easements, 2nd ed., p. 125). What Lord 
Westbury said had, however, no bearing on the question 
before the House, and was only intended, as he explained, 
to point out that before his time judges had generally 
gone astray on these questions. In Aynsley v. Glover 
(23 W. R. 457, L. R. 10 Ch. 283) a claim to right of 
light which (by reason of unity of title during part of 
the twenty years next before the action) did not fall 
within the Act was enforced, although Tapling v. 
Jones was under discussion throughout the argu- 
ment; and the only notice that the court thought it 
decorous to take of Lord Westbury’s boutade was by 
stating that the statute had not taken away any of the 
modes of claiming easements which previously existed. 
‘*It is every day practice,” said Lord Justice Mellish, 
* to plead (1) enjoyment for twenty years before action; 
(2) enjoyment for forty years before action; (3). enjoy- 
ment from time immemorial (4) a lost grant; and it has 
always been understood that a right may be supported 
on the third ground, although it may be incapable of 
being supported on the first or second. There are no 
negative words in the statute to take away rights existing 
independently of it.” 

We must now refer to the direct authorities which 
seem to have been overruled by the decision in Angus v. 
Dalton. Dodd vy. Holmes (i Ad. & HE, 493), was an 
action to recover damages for injury to the plaintiffs’ 
ancient house caused by the act of the defendants in 
negligently digging in their own adjoining land. At the 
trial the defence was that the house was so infirm 
that it could not have been effectually shored up- 
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Bolland, B., stated the question for the jury to be 
whether the fall of the house was occasioned by the 
defendants’ negligence, in which case the verdict would 
be for. the plaintiffs, or by its own infirmity, in which 
case they should find for the defendants. The verdict 
was for the plaintiffs, and on motion for a new trial the 
direction was held right. Taunton, J., said, ‘‘It was 
gaid that the house if left undisturbed might not have 
gtood six months, but if that was so, still the defendants 
had no right to accelerate its fall. Six months’ enjoyment 
+ wasof some value, and the defendants had no right to 
deprive the plaintiffs even of that shortlived existence of 
their dwelling-house. If the building had fallen down 
merely in consequence of its infirm condition, that 
qould not have been a damage by the act of the defend. 
ants.” , 

This was a case exactly resembling Angus v. 
Dalton, and, as Lush, J., said in that case, affirmed the 
right to support. It is, indeed, manifest that, unless the 
tight to lateral support existed, there could be no right 
of action and no question for the jury. The case is fully 
stated and frequently referred to in Gale on Easements 
as a leading case, and is an authority for the proposition 
that the right to support is compatible with defective 
construction of the dominant tenement. Mr. Goddard, 
indeed, refers to the case only once and in the following 
terms :—“ It may be mentioned here, though it is rather 
beyond the scope of this treatise, that the mere fact of 
contiguity of buildings imposes an obligation on the 
owner to use care and skill in removing the one building 
not to damage the other, even though no right to support 
has been acquired: Dodd v. Holmes ; Peyton v. Mayor, 
&c., of London (9 B. & C. 725.)”  Phis, however, does 
not seem to have been decided in Dodd v. Holmes, which 
was not a case of damage by removal of a building, but 
went solely on the ground that the defendants caused the 
mischief by not providing sufficient support in substitu- 
tion for the existing support by the soil in their own 
land which they removed; for unless the plaintiffs were 
entitled to the support of that soil or some support to 
be provided in lieu of it by the defendants, they had 
noright of action, there being, as Mr. Goddard pro- 
@eds to say, “no obligation upon the owner of the 
building about to be removed to shore up the other 
building : Peyton v. Mayor, &c., of London, or to give 
the owner of the other building notice of the intention 
t remove his own: Chadwick v. Trower (6 Bing. 
N.C. 1)”; and the reason for the distinction is that the 
owner of a house cannot gain by mere enjoyment or 

ption any right to the continuance of support 

his neighbour's house. (Solomon v. Vintners’ Com- 
4H. &N. 599). Wilde v. Minsterley (2 Rolle, Ab. 

is a very old authority for the proposition that no 
tion will lie against the owner of land for digging in 
itso as to cause the fall of his neighbour's house, if it is 
Snew house. This was followed in Wyatt v. Harrison 


ts & Ad. 371), where the declaration, being for 












































4 Le nwa house, was held bad on demurrer, 
a ¢ alleged negligence. 

Brown v. Windsor (1 Or. & J. 20) is another 
direct decision in banc that evidence of enjoy- 
Ment for twenty years is sufficient to establish a 
Tight to the easement of support if, from the cir. 
Cumatances, knowledge by the servient owner of the 
ajoyment must be inferred. The action was brought 
ferinjury to the plaintiff's dwelling house by the defend- 
aat’s careless and unskilful digging in his own ground, 
hereby certaiu foundations, which the declaration 
Mated the plaintiff had a right to enjoy, were weakened 
and . Itap in evidence that the founda- 
fons, from the disturbance of which the injury aros 
Were the foundations of the defendant's pine end wal 
et against which'part of the plaintiff's house had been 














or 
twenty-seven yoars before the injury, under a parol 

given Aang person who then owned the defendant's 
P A verdict for the plaintiff was, on motion for a 








the present case there has been an acquiescence since 
the year 1803, and I am, therefore, of opinion that the 
allegation as to the easement was made out by the 
evidence.” Asa parol licence cannot create an ease- 
ment even after the licensee has acted upon it and in. 
curred expense (Cocker v. Cooper 1C. M. & K. 418), 
this was a decision that the right had been gained by open 
enjoyment for twenty years, the openness of the enjoy- 
ment distinguishing the case from the class to which 
Peyton v. Mayor, &c., of London (9 B. & C. 725) be- 
longs, deciding that an easement of support of one 
building by another could not be gained by long-con- 
tinued enjoyment, because there could be no inference 
of knowledge by the owner of the servient tenement 
that it did yield the support which in fact was being 
enjoyed. 

To these decisions in banc must be added the nisi prius 
authority of Stansell v. Jollard (1803) where, following 
the opinion of the judges in Palmer v. Fleshees (Sid. 
167), Lord Ellenborough directed the jury that “ wherea 
man has built at the extremity of his land, and has en. 
joyed his building above twenty years, he has acquired a 
right to support or, as it were, leaning to his neighbour’s 
soil, so that his neighbour cannot dig so near as to re- 
move that support, but it is otherwise of a house newly 
built” (1 Selw. N. P. 435, 10th ed., from a note by 
Lawrence, J.) Save that it was only a decision at nisi 
prius, there seems no foundation for the observation of 
Cockburn, C.J., that this case “‘is of very doubtful 
authority.” 

In the case of Bonomi v. Backhouse (E. B. & El. 622, 
9 H. L. C. 503), which was much relied on by Lush, J., 
it seems that, although it was assumed throughout that 
mere enjoyment of support during twenty years would 
establish the right, the question did not arise. The de- 
fendauts, being entitled to the mines under the plaintiff's 
house, had removed the greater part of the minerals 
beneath, leaving vertical support which at the time ap- 
peared to be, and for the time was, sufficient; but by 
subsequently removing other minerals not vertically be- 
neath the plaintiff's house they impaired the vertical 
supports, which gave way. For the consequent damage 
to the building they were held to be liable; so that the 
decision after all was only that they must answer for 
disturbing the vertical support, to which the plaintiff 
was entitled as a natural right and not as an easement. 
The litigation was on the question whether the cause of 
action was removal of the support, in which case the 
action was too late, or the happening of the damage. 

In view of the authorities above cited, we submit that 
the decision in Angus v. Dalton must be regarded as a 
serious mistake. 





On Monday, in the House of Commons, in answer to Mr. 
Herschell, the Attorney-General said he had no doubt 
that the probability of the Criminal Law Consolidation 
Bill passing would be greatly increased by its early intro- 
duction, even although ths second reading might be 
postponed ; and he should, therefors, take the earliest 
opportanity whioh could be afforded him of introducing it. 
A correspendent of the Times, quotes from Professor Leone 
Levi, in his ‘* International Commercial Law,” the following 
account of the legal modes of accepting bills abroad :— 
‘Denmark and Sweden.—Acceptaace is expressed by the 
word ‘accepted’ written on the bill itself, and followed by 
the sigaature of the drawee. Netherlands and Portagal.— 
The acceptance must be clearly expressed in the Dill itself, 
and must be written and signed by the acceptor. Rassia. 
—The acceptance is expressed by the word ‘acoepted’ 
written on the bill itself, followed by the signature of the 
acceptor. Spain.—If the drawee accept, he must express 
itin the bill itself ia such words as ‘I accept,’ or ‘We 
accept. The acceptance must be written. Italy.—The 
requisites of bills of exch are the same as those ex- 
— by the French Code, United States.—Mauch 
atitude allowed, inasmuch as the acceptance may be by 





t or new trial, upheld. Garrow, B., said, “In 








parol, or in writing, and general or spec'al.” 
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SEPARATE ESTATE AND CURTESY. 
(Cooper v. Macdonald, 26 W. R. 377, L. R. 7 Ch. Div. 
288.) 


Ts case may be taken to mark another step in the de- 
velopment of the law of the married woman’s separate 
estate. The estate which the court had to deal with was 
one arising under a will not very clear in its terms; but 
the limitation was construed as beinga trust for the 
lady in tail to her separate use, with a restraint upon 
alienation of the income during her life. The lady, 
having this estate, with the concurrence of her husband 
barred the entail, limiting the estate to her separate use 
in fee simple, and afterwards devised the property to 
her children. The question was whether her husband 
surviving was entitled to a tenancy by the curtesy. 

Besides a difficulty raised as to the effect of the re- 

straint on alienation upon her capacity to disentail, 
which was disposed of by the construction put upon the 
limitations—and with respect to which it may pro- 
bably be held further, that no restraint on aliena- 
tion can be permitted to interfere with the power 
to bar an estate tail—two points appear to have 
been argued. The first was, whether curtesy attaches 
to the wife’s separate estate of inheritance; the second, 
whether it would prevail against her disposition 
by will. Upon the first point there was direct authority ; 
but the law was not satisfactorily stated in some even of 
the most reputed modern text-books, and it had been 
disturbed by a decision of Sir John Stuart only ten 
years ago (Moore v. Webster, 15 W. R. 167). It was 
well, therefore, that the Master of the Rolls in the pre- 
sent case (although, as Lord Justice James observed, it 
was not necessary for the decision) went carefully into 
the question, and showed that the right to curtesy was 
a matter no longer open to dispute. 

The second point was, so far as we are aware, not 
covered by any precise authority; but it is closely con- 
nected with the absolute right of disposition inter vivos, 
which is the most well settled incident of the separate 
estate. No interest of the husband has ever been ad- 
mitted to interfere with that ; and thus far, therefore, it 
was well established that curtesy was permitted of 
these estates with restrictions only. And if the 
equitable estate rejected any inchoate right to 
curtesy so far, the same reason—the inconsistency 
of the husband’s claim with the nature of separate 
estate—must, it would seem, prevent the curtesy from 
actaching to the estate when disposed of by the mar- 
ried woman’s will ‘This was the decision of the Master of 
the Rolls, adopted by Lord Justice James. The judg- 
ment of Lord Justice Baggallay, as reported in 
the Law Reports, is rather difficult to follow. After 
observing that the estate was an equitable estate tail to 
the separate use, with no restraint on alienation beyond 
the rents during the lady’s life, he is reported to say :— 
“ Then a deed was executed barring the estate tail, and 
the subsequent estates under which the married woman 
obtained a new estate and acquired an absolute power 
over the property. By this the inchoate right of the 
husband to curtesy was lost. I am, therefore, of 
opinion that . . . the appeal must be dismissed.” 
In some sense it is true that the disentailing assurance 
caused the loss of the inchoate right to curtesy, though 
the expression seems to us not a happy or accurate one 
to apply when speaking of the right to curtesy in con- 
nection with separate estate. It is true that if the estate 
had remained an estate tail, it would not have been dis- 
posable; but the right to curtesy, in ite restricted 
application, existed after as well as before the barring 
of the entail. We observe that the report in the 
Werxty Rerorren supplies precisely what was wanting 
in the Lord Justice's judgment, and removes the dif- 
ficalty, which, therefore, must, no doubt (as so frequently 
happens), be ascribed to the reporter, and not tothe judge. 
The result of the case is to establish that, with respect to 


footing as the claim of the married woman's heir—, 
right of succession only, creating no interest during the 
life of the wife. This is in harmony with peg ary 
laid down by Lord Westbury in Taylor v. Meads (13 
W. R. 394), and with the strict letter of the language 
he there employed, that the married woman has, ag 
incident to her separate tstate, a complete right of aliena- 
tion by instrument inter vivos or by will. 


~ 





Rebtiews. 


CHARITIES. 


Tue Law Rexatinc to Cuaniries, EsprciatLy wire 
REFERENCE TO THE VALIDITY AND CONSTRUCTION oP 
CuariTaBLe Brqussts AND ConvEYANCES. By Fenpr- 
nanD M. Wuirerorp, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & 
Haynes. 

Mr. Whiteford’s object is explained to be to provide a 
short treatise of practical utility to those engaged in 
carrying the intentions of donors to charities into effect. 
Both in regard to brevity and to clearness, the book 
would have gained by the omission of chapter 1, which 
relates to the old Statutes of Mortmain, which are only 
indirectly connected with the law of charities. In 
chapter 2, after a brief notice of the Act of Elizabeth, 
and the favour shown to charities before and after that 
Act, we are informed (p. 10) that “the evils resulting 
from an unrestricted liberty of disposing of property to 
charities could not, however, fail to make itself [sic] 
felt, and to meet those evils was the object of the Act of 
9 Geo. 2, c. 86,” and the substance of the Act is then 
given, followed by a discussion of the question of what 
are charitable uses under the Act. ‘The provisions of 
the amending Acts are given in chapter 4, on alienation 
to charities inter vivos. A more convenient, as well as 
more concise, plan would have been to devote a chapter 
to the Act of Geo. 2, the amending Acts and the 
exempting Acts; followed by chapters on what are 
charitable uses, what property is within the Act, and 
the doctrines of equity relating to charitable gifts. 
Mr. Whiteford’s arrangement seems to us vey 
defective. Why should the discussion of what is pure 
and what is impure personalty be given in the chapter 
devoted to “ bequests to charities,” when it is, of course, 
quite as applicable to gifts inter vivos ? And why should 
the head of secret trusts be reiegated to the same 
chapter? The matter of the chapters consists of a very 
condensed summary of the cases and statutes. As regards 
the former the statements are generally fairly accurate, 
but we must protest against the frequent appearance of 
the remark “‘ see” such and such acase, instead of stating 
its effect. We have observed that this habit is growing 
among legal authors, perhaps owing to the example 
set by certain of the Judicature writers who find ib 
difficult to distinguish or classify all the numerous 
cases. Once for all, we should like to say that the 
practice is entirely indefensible unless adopted to show 
that a case has merely a collateral connection with the 
matter in hand. The last chapters of Mr. Whiteford’s 
book, on administration of charities and the Charity Com- 
missioners, will be useful, and would be still more so if 
they were expanded and more carefully and clearly 
arranged. The Charity Commissioners have now such 
extensive powers, and recourse is so frequently had to 
them, that a detailed account of the practice of the office 
on spplications for new schemes and other mattets 
would have been of much service, but this we do nob 
find in the present book. On the whole, we think Mr. 
Whiteford has laid the foundations of a useful work, bub 
much care and industry are still needed to complete the 
undertaking, 
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BANKING LAW. 


A TaxatTiss on Bawxrxse Law. By J. Dovetas Watxzr, 
Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons. 


Nearly half of Mr. Walker’s book consists of an 
appendix, in which are reprinted the statutes relating 
to banking, and an index. The rest of the work is a 
concise digest of the effect of thestatutes and cases. The 
work has been carefully written and will supply the want 
of a compact summary of banking law; but we think 
it is to be regretted that Mr. Walker has so often con- 
fined himself to a bare outline ; for instance, with regard 
to the Bankers’ Books Evidence Act of 1876, of which, 
in the text, he merely gives a short summary, it 
would have been useful to have had some remarks on 
the construction of the obscurely-worded sections 5 and 
6, On the other hand, the Crossed Cheques Act is more 
fully treated, and the effect of the cases, so far as we 
have tested the book, seems to be accurately given. They 
include several from American reports. 








General CarrespanvVence. 


“ DEFAULTING LAWYERS.” 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] - 


Sir,—Disagreeable as‘ the subject is, I think the pro- 
fession should feel indebted to Mr. Munton for his 
statistics, and I will even extend the sentiment to Sir 
H, Peck— Fas est et ab hoste doceri. 

When the subject was first started, like yourself, I 
feltincredulous, but as one instance after another which 
had come under my notice recurred to my memory, I be- 
gan to suspect that there was more in the matter than I 
had supposed. As the case was first put, it was obviously 
open to challenge, but, as explained by Mr. Munton, it 
does not differ materially from my own impression, 
although I had never noted up the names. 

Ishould be disposed to go rather further than Mr. 
Munton in the way of deduction in order to arrive at 
the percentage of solicitors practising in 1878 who have 
availed themselves of the Bankruptcy Acts. But even 
80, the conclusion is deplorable, and the state of things 
disclosed ought not to be any longer ignored by the 
profession. 

The remedy proposed by Sir H. Peek is, however, in- 
admissible, if only because grossly unjust. To make it 
otherwise we must first abolish legal partnerships, I 
need not inform your professional readers of the stringent 
Tiling of the courts as regards liability arising from 
partnership, nor ask them to go beyond their own sphere 
of observation (if they have been in practice for twenty 
Years), for instances of heavy disuster brought on one 
partner by the negligence or fraud of another. In such 
tases it is merely a question of the private resources 
available whether the innocent man shall or shall not 
mecumb. Should he be publicly branded, if he does 
succumb, in a manner not yet applied to the fraudulent 
— ? Even Sir H. Peek will hardly say that he 

This consideration sufficiently disposes of the project; 
stherwise I might, further, take exception to the gener- 
ality of the assumption that a solicitor (even one who 
has no partner) ought never to be in need of the bank- 
muptey whitewashing. I grant that he is less obnoxious 
to unforeseen disaster than the ordinary tradesman. I do 
ag that tho ideal solicitor ought to be scarcely within 

reach of such disaster—one, for instance, whose 
fortune cast his lut among a set of clients such as 

* H. Peek, 

But, again, I need not remind your profossional readers 

the difference between one practice and another 
may be almost as great as between Sir H. Peek and a 
struggling retail dealer. Not to eay that ill-health, ora 
mental temperament ill-fitted for contest with selfish 








shrewdness, may (as in.cases within my own knowledge), 
preclude success, and, gradually drag a man—especially 
a family-man—down into the mire of 

which may mean insolvency, posthumous, perhaps, but 
only accidentally so. 

Again, among lawyers as among other classes, 
defaulters may be either “muddlers” or “ plungers” 
—are these two classes to be dealt with alike ? I need not 
take up any more of your space in seeking to prove what 
every competent reader must be ready to admit, and I 
feel sure I may claim Mr. Munton as a supporter of the 
proposition I began with, viz. that the notion of in- 
venting a peculiar, public, and indelible disgrace for 
every solicitor who from whatever cause fails to pay 20s. 
in the £ is monstrous and intolerable. But, for all that, 
the case requires to be dealt with, and if you will per- 
mit me again to occupy your columns, I will venture 
to submit a suggestion on the subject. 8. 8. C. 

[We hope our correspondent will place his suggestion 
before our readers. And it would also be desirable that 
Sir H. Peek should reveal the remedy which he pro- 
poses should be inserted in the new Bankruptcy Bill— 


Ep. 8. J.J 
ae 





Cases uf the Week. 


BaNKRUPTCY—SECURED CREDITOR—GARNISHEE ORDER 
Nisi—Banxrvrrcy Act, 1869, ss. 12, 16.—The question 
whether a judgment creditor, who has obtained a garnishee 
order nisi, attaching debts owing to his judgment 
debtor, before the latter files a liquidation petition, isa 
secured creditor within the meaning of sections 12 and 16 of 
the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, came before the Court of Appeal 
on the 14th inst., in a case of Ez parte Joselyne. The ques- 
tion was raised, but not actually decided, in Stevens v. 
Philips (23 W. R. 716, L. R. 10 Ch. 417), though Mellish, 
L.J., expressed his approval of the decision of the Court of 
Queen’s Bench in Emanuel v. Bridger (22 W. R. 404, L. R. 
9 Q. B. 286), that the creditor who had obtained the order 
would be a secured creditor, and therefore entitled to the 
benefit of his order as against the trustee in the liquidation. 
Ex parte Greenway (21 W. R. 866, L. R. 16 Eq. 619), was 
a decision of the Chief Judge to the contrary. Bat in Lowe 
v. Blakemore (23 W. R. 856, L. R. 10 Q. B. 485), the Court 
of Queen’s Bench followed their former decision in Emanuel 
v. Bridger, and expressed their disapproval of Er parte 
Greenway. And in Ex parte Joselyne, the Court of Appeal 
(James, Cotton, and Thesiger, L.JJ.) held that the decisions 
of the Court of Queen’s Bench were right, and that of the 
Chief Judge wrong. They pcinted out that a garnishee 
order isi is an order nist only so far as the garnishee is 
concerned. It reserves an opportunity to him of showing 
that there is nothing due from him to the judgment debtor, 
and of raising any defence which he has by way of set-oif 
or otherwise. But, for the purpose of attaching whatever 
debt may be due from him to the judgment debtor, it is an 
order absolute from the first, and transfers at once the right 
to receive the debt from the judgment debtor to the judgment 
creditor. It creates from the first an absolute charge on 
the property of the judgment debtor. The case was, 
therefore, quite different from that of Ex parte Williams 
(20 W. R. 430, L. R. 7 Ch. $14), in which it was held that 
an execution creditor, who has merely lodged his writ with 
the sheriff before the debtor files a liquidation pgtition, is 
not a secured creditor. For the lodging of the writ does 
not create an absolute charge on the debtor's goods until 
the sheriff has seized them within his bailiwick. Before 
actual seizure they may be removed out of the bailiwick, 
and if so the judgment creditor has no remedy unless they 
are brought back into the bailiwick, and seized. 


Lrquipatron—Resonurion ro Discuarce Destor—Mata 
Fives,—In a case of Ex parte Bawm, decided the same 
day, an appeal was brought from an order vacating the 
certificate of discharge which had been granted to a 
liquidating debtor, in pursuance of a resolution 
the proper statutory majority of the creditors. onder 
was made on the ground that some of the votes of the 
majority had been obtained by mals Ades on the part of the 
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debtor. It was urged on the appeal (inter alia) that, if all 
the votes which were said to have been improrerly obtained 
were struck off, there would still be the necessary statu- 
tory majority in favour of the discharge. But the court 
(James, Cotton, and Thesiger, L.JJ.), said that this was im- 
material, If it was shown that in a single instance a vote 
had been obtained by a malpractice on the part of the 
debtor the whole transaction was vitiated. The power 
given to the majority to bind the minority could only be 
effectually exercised if it was exercised with absolute 
bona fides. If it was proved that one vote had been im- 
properly obtained there was no security that the same 
thing might not have been done with others, and the 
‘burden of investigating all the votes could not be imposed 
on @ dissentient creditor. 


PRacticE—ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTED SERVICE—JUDGMENT 
ny DeFavittT—APpPLicaTIon To Set ASIDE JuDGMENT—OrD. 
9, n. 2.—On the 20th inst., the Court of Appeal (Jessel, 
M.R., and Cotton and Thesiger, L.JJ.) affirmed the decision 
of the Queen’s Bench Division in Watt v. Barnett (26 
W. R. 400). An order was made for substituted service on 
the defendant (who was abroad), and judgment was after- 
wards given against him by default. He subsequently 
applied to the court to set aside the judgment, and for leave 
to appear and defend the action, on the ground that the 
proceedings had not, in fact, come to his knowledge, and 
that he had a good defence on the merits. The Queen’s 
Bench Division (Cockburn, C.J., and Mellor, J.) set aside 
the judgment, on the terms of the defendant findin 
security. Cockburn, C.J., held that an order for substitu 
service was not conclusive, if it was afterwards shown that 
the proceedings had not come to the defendant’s knowledge. 

or, J., was of opinion that substituted service was as 
conclusive as personal service. But both the learned judges 
agreed that the court had a discretionary power to set aside 
the judgment on terms, and they made the order already 
mentioned. The defendant appealed, contending that he 
was entitled ez debito justitie to have the judgment set 
aside, without any terms being imposed upon him. The 
Court of Appeal agreed with Mellor, J., as to the effect of 
an order for substituted service. They said that, so long as 
such an order was not discharged, the service was good for 
all purposes, jast as personal service would be. Bat, even 
where personal service had been effected, the court could, 
in a proper case, set aside the judgment, if it was necessary 
todo so to effect the ends of justice. There were such 
things as snapped judgments, even where there had been 
rfectly regular personal service. But the defendant was 
se to convince the court that he had a good defence on 
the merits. In the present cate the court were not satisfied 
of that, and they refused to disturb the order of the Queen’s 
Bench Division. 


AprrAl ror Costs oxty—Trustees ** Costs, Cuances, 
axp Expenses” Ornperep To Be PaiD our or A Fuxp 
—Discretion or Court—Jupicature Act, 1873, 8, 49— 
Orp. 55, R. 1.—On the opening of an appeal in a case of 
In re Chennel before the Court of Appeal on the 20th inst., 
he preliminary objection was taken that the appeal was 
one for costs only; and that the leave of the judge who 
had made the order appealed from had not been given. The 
order was that the costs of the defendant, including his 
costs, charges, and expenses properly incurred as trustee of 
2 will, should be paid ont of a fund in court, and that the 
balance should be paid to the plaintiff. The plaintiff 
alleged that the defendant had been guilty of a breach of 
trust, and ought to have been disallowed his costs, charges, 
and expenses. The Court of Appeal (Jessel, M.R., and 
Cotton and Thesiger, L.JJ.) held that the costs, charges, 
and expenses of action properly incurred, not being costs of 
the action, are not costs which are in the discretion of the 
covrt within the meaning of section 49, or rule 1 of order 55 
In a certain sense, no doubt, they are in the discretion of 
the court, because the court bas power to deprive a trustee, 
who bas acted ee ge of them ; but they are not in the 
mere discretion of the court. When a trustee was deprived 
of them it was by what might be called a violent exercise of 
the diserction of court. Nor were a trustee's costa, 

pr kin 
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the 
charges, and expenses incarred, strictly » 
cont of a; tar eetehed «2 t deal that could not be 
called costs of the action. Their lordships also expressed 





an opinion that the fact that costs had been ordered to be 
id out of a fund would not render an ap from 
e order not an appeal for costs. Such a direction was a 
mere incident of the order as to the mode of payment. This 
opinion conflicts with the old rule in the Court of Chancery 
as to ap for costs, that an appeal might be brought 
when the costs had been directed to be paid out of a fund, 
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Mortcace or Lanp IN SETTLEMENT — Drrrerzyog 
BETWEEN Proviso FOR REDEMPTION AND Trust oF Sugptys 
Satz Moneys unpER Power or Sate—REsvttine Trvet,— 
In a case of Jones v. Davies, decided by Fry, J., on the 
19th inst., a novel question arose as to the right to the 
surplus moneys resulting from the sale of mortgaged real 
estate by the mortgagee under his power of sale. The 
property was settled by a husband on his marriage on 
strictly legal limitations, no personal estate being inoluded 
in the settlement. A general power of appointment by 
deed was given in the first instance to the husband and 
wife during their joint lives, and, subject thereto, the 
property was limited to the use of the husband for life, 
with remainder to the use of the wife for life, with 
remainder to the use of the children of the marriage as the 
husband and wife jointly or as the survivor should appoint, 
and, in default of appointment, to the use of the children in 


ual shares, with an ultimate remainder, in the event of 


the death of all the children under twenty-one without 
issue, to the use of the husband in fee. The husband and 
wife, by an exercise of their joint general power of 
appointment, mortgaged the property in fee. The mort- 
gage deed recited the settlement and the agreement with 
the mortgagee for an advance, but contained no other 
recital. The proviso for redemption provided for the 
reconveyance of the property to the uses of the settlement. 
There was a power of sale, and a declaration that, in case 
the property should be sold, the mortgagee should pay the 
surplus sale moneys to the husband, his heirs, executors, 
administrators, or assigns. After the death of the husband 
the mortgagee sold the property under the power of sale, 
and, after payment of the mortgage debt, interest, ex- 
penses, and costs, there remained a large surplus, and the 
action was brought to determine who was entitled to the 
surplas. The wifeclaimed it asad ministratrixtoher husband; 
the husband’s eldest son and heir-at-law claimed it ; andthe 
other children contended that it was subject to trusts 
corresponding to the uses of thesettlemest. It was urged 
on their behalf that the principle was applicable of those 
cases, such as Jackson v. Innes (1 Bligh. 104), in which it 
has been held that, where a wife’s real estate has been 
mortgaged for her husband’s debt, and the equity of 
redemption has been reserved in such a way as to change 
the devolution of the property and give it to the husband 
instead of the wife, it must be presumed, in the absence of 
a clear manifestation of a contrary intention, that the 
mortgage was made merely for the purpose of raising the 
money, and that'there had been a mistake in the reservation 
of the equity of redemption; that there was consequently 
a resulting trust in favour of the wife or her heirs, And 
it was er urged that it could not be supposed to 
have been the intention of the hueband and wife that the 
devolution of the property should be altered at the will of 
the mortgagee, who was a mere stranger. Fry, J., how- 
ever, did not accede to this view. He said that the hus- 
band and wifo had, by means of their general power of 
appointment, an absolute dominion over the property, and 
could defeat the settlement either entirely or in part. 
There was nothing unreasonable in attributing to them an 
intention that, if the property remained as land, it should 
devolve according to the limitations of the settlement, but 
that, if it was sold, the devolution should be entirely 
changed. The case did not depend, as did those which bad 
been referred to, upon the language of the reservation of 
the equity of redemption, and his lordship saw no ground 
for extending the ayo of these cases. If a resulting 
trust ng to the uses of the settlement was to 


correspondi 
be inferred, this would include the Pa power of ap- 
e 


pointment, and the husband and wife would only have to 
execute another deed in order to put an end to the settle- 
ment. A resulting trust ought to be juferred only in a case 
where it a oleorly to the court that the person 
designated to take the property was not intended to take it 
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penefisially. And his lordship held that the husband’s 
administratrix was entitled to the fund. 


Practice—DiscontinuaNce—Test AcTion—Orp. 23— 
Orv. 36, R. 19.—Ina case of Robinson v. Chadwick, which was 
heard by Fry, J., on the 19th inst., a question arose with d 
to the tosition of a plaintiff whose action has been made a 
test action. The action was brought by a shareholder of a 
company in liquidation against the promoters of the com- 
pany, to recover damages in respect of alleged misrepre- 
sentations in the prospectus issued on the formation of the 
eampay. A number of other shareholders had commenced 
similar actions ay the same defendants. In February, 
1877, Malins, V.C., on the undertaking of the plaintiffs 

tively, that, so far as they were respectively con- 
cerned, the action of Robinson v. Chadwick should be treated 
asa test action, and should decide their rights in all the 
other actions tively as against themselves, and on the 
undertaking of the plaintiff in the test action to prosecute 
it with due diligence, made an order, in all the actions, 
enlarging the time for the delivering of the statement of 
claim in the actions, other then the test action, till four- 
teen days after judgment should have been given in 
that action. The plaintiff in the test action (which had 
been meanwhile transferred to Fry, J., for trial), partly 
owing to the fact that he was in a state of ill-health, and 
7 because he had been unable to obtain a satisfactory 
emnity against costs, desired not to proceed with the 
action, and applied by summons in the chambers of Malins, 
V.C., for an order staying all farther proceedings on pay- 
ment of costs. Malins, V.C., refused the application, on the 
ground that the plaintiff was not dominus litis, but was a 
i trustee for the plaintiffs in the other actions. When 

ee setion came on for trial, an affidavit was produced that 
the plaintiff wae not in a fit state of health to be examined, 
and it was as either that the trial might be postponed, 
or that an order for discontinuance met be made under 
ord. 28, so as not to bar the rights of plaintiffs in the 
other actions. No notice of motion for a postponement of 
the trial had been given. Counsel appeared for the other 
plaintiffs, and claimed to be heard.im support of the appli- 
tation. Fry, J., refused to hear him, and said that he had 
only Robinson v. Chadwick before him, and could not take 
into consideration the rights of any other persons than the 
parties to that action. As the plaintiff declined to pro- 
ceed with his case, he should treat him as ifhe not appeared 
atthe trial, and should, under ord. 86, r. 19, dismiss the 
action, with costs. 





et eeuiine’: at pd ag FolianDeart on gg - 
ing magis announced the sudden ° 

i Pyer, for many years chief clerk of the court. 
On Tuesday, in the House of Commons, Mr. Stanton 
the Attorney-General whether his attention had been 
to a recent decision of a county court judge in Nor- 
berland, and since confirmed by the Common Pleas 
i to the effect that a billof exchange upon which 
the acceptor had simply written his name was not legally 
; and whether, such having been held to be the 
law, he would take steps to remedy a state of things that 
must cause serious inconvenience to the trading interests of 
this country, being so entirely at variance with the estab- 
lished practice in dealing with such bills of —- The 
-General.—My attention has quite recently been 
tilled ‘to the judgment in the Court of Appeal from 
Courts confirming the decision of the Jade of the 
court of Northumberland, referred to in the ques- 
the hon. member. In 1856 the Mercantile Amend- 
kent Act was d to assimilate in some particulars the 
laws of England and Ireland to the law of Scotland, and 
by section 6 of that statute it is provided “that no accept- 
fanceof a bill, inland or foreign, made after December 31, 
1856, shall charge any person unless in writing on the bill, 
‘ad signed by the acceptor or some person duly authorized 
by him,” As by tho statute in ection it was clearly in- 
to introduce the Scotch law into this country and 


~ Ireland, I must make some inquiries as to the law of Soot- 
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@ practice pursued in that country with 
of accepting bille before I can decide whether 
say and, if any, what measures shall be adopted. 





Hacieties. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


The society held its usual weekly meeting on Tuesday 
evening last, the 19th inst., at the ka Institution, Chan- 
cery-lane, Mr. 8. Garrett in the chair. The question 
appointed for the evening’s debate was ‘‘ A- freehold estate 
is devised to trustees upon trust for A., a married woman, 
her heirs and assigns, for her separate use, independent of 
her husband, and free from his control and liabilities. A. 
dies in her husband’s lifetime, leaving a child. Is her 
husband entitled to be tenant of the estate by the curtesy ?” 
the cases for reference being Follett v. Tyrer (14 Sim. 125) ; 
Appleton v. Rowley (L. R. 8 Eq. 139); Hearle v. Greenbank 
(3 Atk. 716) ; and Moore v. Webster (L. R. 3 Eq. 267). Mr. 
Fargus and Mr. Eldridge supported the affirmative ; and 
Mr. F. F. Smith, and Mr. J. K. Wright, the negative. The 
question was well argued and numerous cases cited, amongst 
which was the case of Cooper v. Macdonald (26 W. R. 377). 


The opener having replied, the chairman summed up, and 
on the question being put to the meeting, it was decided in 
the affirmative unanimously. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS SOCIETY. 


The maligne its usual weekly discussion at Clement’s- 
inn Hall on Wednesday evening last, Mr. W. C. Owen in 
the chair. Mr. C. Rudd, on behalf of Mr. Pickersgill, 
opened the following question for debate:—‘‘ That the 
trades unions of this country are responsible for much of 
the present depression in trade.’ Mr. P. F. 8S. Stokes 
opposed, and after other gentlemen had spoken, the motion, 
being put to the meeting, was carried by the casting vote 
of the chairman. 


BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS SOCIETY. 


The 622nd meeting of this society was held on Tuesday 
evening, March 19, in the library of the Law Society, 
Bennett’s-hill, E. H. Lee, Esq., B.A., in the chair. After 
the questions on Williams’ Personal Property had been 
discussed, a proposition with regard to the establishment 
of a law students’ magazine was brought forward, and 
after some discussion the question was referred to the 
committee. The debate then followed upon moot point 
No. 590—* Can a married woman bind the rye i 
real property settled to her separate use in simple 
either by deed not acknowledged under3 &4 Will. 4 ec. 
74, or by po nag Raegyg — er the principal case 
referred to being Taylor v. Meads (13 W. R. 394). Mr. 
Edwards opened the debate in the affirmative, and was 
followed by Messrs. Robinson and Samuel. Mr. Hooper 
replied in the negative, and was supported by Mr. 
Hargreave. The voting was in favour of the negative by 
alarge majority. A vote of thanks to the chairman con- 
cluded the meeting. 


LAW UNION FIRE AND LIFE ASSURANCE 
COMPANY. 


+ 


Tue annual general ing of this company was held on 
Thursday, James Caddon, . the chairman, presiding. 

The report was as follows:— 

The directors have pleasure in submitting to the share- 
holders the accounts of the company for the twenty-third 
year of operations. 

In the fire department, the number of new insurances 
effected during the year was 6,042, for an aggregate amount 
of $5,501,488, and yielding £7,632 163 10d. in new 
premiums, which is slightly in excess of the new business of 
Tee levees tates sien gal 

n the t) t, during the same 
posals were made for insuring £421,820, and 294 oP oval 
were completed, inturing £301,240, and y new 
promiums to the amount of £10,751 16s. 4d, (of which 
$1,774 1s, 1d. were single premiums), being an increase 
over the new business of the previous year of £74,065 ia 
sums assured, and £1,813 8 in premiums, 

Seventeen annuities were granted, the purchase-money 
for which amounted to £7,617 12a, 7d, 
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The total number of life policies in force at the close of 
the year was 3,085, insuring the sum of £2,338,339. 

The gross income of the compary for the year (exclu- 
sive of the sums received for annuities) amounted to 
£132,783 6s. 9d., which, added to the sum received 
for granting annnities, makes a total receipt of 
£140,400 19s, 4d. { 

The average rate of interest obtained on the invested 
assets of the company was £4 13s. 3d. per cent. 

In their last annual report the directors alluded to the 
circumstance of the c'sims in both departments having been 
in excess of those of the previous year; they have now 
the pleasure of stating there has been & considerable 
diminution in the amount of claims in both departments 
in the year under review. In the life department they 
were £22,652 9s. 2d., and in the fire department 
£4,124 2s. 10d., less than those in the previous year. 

The profit for the year in the fire department is 
£10,519 14s. 94., of which one-fifth—namely, £2,103 19z., 
has been added to the reserved fond account; and the re- 
maining four-fifths—namely, £8,415 15s. 9d., have been 
carried to the credit of the profit and loss account. This 
aocount shows a credit balance on the 30th of November 
last of £23,293 12s. 10d., and out of that sum the directors 
recommend the payment of a dividend of eighteen per cent. 
for the current financial year, being an increase of three 
per cent. on the dividend declared at the last annual 
general meeting. This will absorb £10,800, and the 
balance at credit of the profit and loss account will then 
be £12,493 12s. 104. 

The Cuareman, in moving the adoption of the report, 
said—Gentlemen, there can, I think, be but one opinion 
regarding the accounts now before you. The results of 
the company’s operations during the financial year which 
ended on the 30th of November last are indeed highly 
satisfactory. The losses in the fire department having 
been under forty per cent. of the net premiums the profits 
for the year of the fire business are somewhat above the 
average. Withr t to the life business you will observe that, 
although pro were made during the past year for in- 

£421,000, yet policies for £301,000 only were in fact 
completed during the year. The difference, namely, 
£120,000, between these two sums is considerable, and some 
explanation may be expected with regard to it. It may be 
well, then, to state that the life insurance proposals declined 
were thirty-nine in number, for a total amount of £67,300. 
The board, were, of course, serry to be obliged to forego so 
much business, but it is evidently of the highest importance 
that there should not be eagerness to receive premiums 
which are not deemed commensurate with the risk incurred. 
As to the remaining part of the non-completed proposals, 
it may be observed that some went off (as is always the case) 
by reason of the legal business with which they were con- 
nected ‘having fallen through ; othera on account of the 
unwillingness of parties to pay the requisite extra 
premiums which it was considered necessary to fix; and 
some few were left outstanding and uncompleted after the 
books were made up to the 30th of November. The mortalit 
during the past year has been rather light, but this ha 
been looked for owing to the large amount of claims in the 
previous year. The policies becoming claims during the 
year were forty in number, and averaged (independently of 
bonus) £689, whereas the average amount of policies in force 
was £758. The total annual premiums on these policies was 
about £900. The average amount of each new policy 
issued during the past year was £1,024, being considerably 
above the average of each subsisting policy at the be- 
genes of 1877, which I have just said was £758. 
aking all lapses, surrenders, and claims into account, the 
net increase in the life premiums for 1877 over the 
smount in the preceding year was just £2,627. Though the 
new business of the past year was the largest amount the 
company ever did in any year, yet I feel sure the share- 
holders, consideriog their number end influence, are well 
able to send business much exceeding even this amount. It 
would be far easier to double the present figures all round 
than it has been to build up those figures to their present 
amovnt, 

Mr. Cuanizs Pemperton (the deputy-chairman) 
seconded the motion, which was carried unanimously. 

Mr. Tuomas Huones, Q.C.—Mr. Chairman mk gentle- 
men, I have great pleasure in moving the following resolu- 
tion :—‘‘ That the recommendation of the directors in their 





report now read, as to the payment of « dividend, be 
adopted, and that a dividend after the rate of 18 emp 
per annum, free of income-tax, be paid to the shareholders 
on the paid-up capital for the financial year ending the 30th 
November, 1878,’ f 
Mr. R. Warp seconded the motion, which was at oneg 


to. 

Mr. Henry Roscox proposed, and Mr. Harcourt Masrag 
seconded, the re-election of the retiring directors, and after 
the auditors had been elected the CHA1RMAN said—That being 
the whole of the business, yma. will you permit me before 
we separate to move a cordial vote of thanks to Mr. 

(the actuary and secretary), to the solicitor, the medical 
gentlemen, and, in fact, to all the staff of this office, for the 
efficient manner in which they perform their duties, and from 
which we, the shareholders, derive so much benefit. I think 
we all see plainly that the labourer is not only worthy of his, 
hire, but that he is worthy of our thanks also, 

Mr. Henry Mason seconded the motion, which wag 
carried with great cordiality, ; 

Mr. McGupy—Gentlemen, I thank you very sincerely 
on my owr behalf and on behalf of the staff generally for 
your kindness in so cordially agreeing to this vote of thanks, 
which, I need hardly say, we all highly appreciate. 

Mr. Gzorce Burexs (the solicitor)—I also tender the 
meeting my thanks. Nothing is more satis: to any- 
one than to haye the approbation of those for whom he is 


engaged. 

On the motion of Mr. Tuomas Hucues, Q.C., seconded by 
Mr, Burxirt, a hearty vote of thanks was presented to the 
chairman, which was responded to. 





EQUITY AND LAW LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 


Tux annual gerieral meeting was held on Tuesday last at 
the society’s house, 18, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C., George 
Lake Russell, Esq., the chairman, presiding. 

The report was as follows :— 

The directors beg to submit the following report of the 
results of the society’s operations daring the past year, the 
thirty-third of its existence. 

The number of policies issued was 185, assuring £361,697; 
the premiums on which amounted to £13,114 13s, 94, 
Deducting the re-assurances, the sums assured amounted to 
£288,195, and the premiums to £11,071 17s. 104., of which 
£875 4s. 5d. were single premiums. 

The income from renewal premiums was £112, 518 1s. 9d. 
and the total amount of assurances in force at the end of the 
year was £4,030,481, the annual premiums on which 
amounted to £121,206 2s. 2d. after deducting re-assurances, 

Theincome from interest and dividends was £47,160 19s. 6d., 
being an increase of upwards of £4,300 over that of last 

ear. 
‘ The next item of the account, ‘‘ profit on reversions fallen 
in,” £42,084 103, 3d., is exceptionally large, This figure 
is the difference between the amount received and the 
value put upon them on the Ist of January, 1875, the com- 
mencement of the current quinquennium. 

The claims (£123,853 8s.) are very large ; but it will be 
remembered that last year the amount was very small 
(£37,651 12s. 6d.). Flactuations will occasionally arise, and 
taking the amount (£161,505 0s, 6d.) of the two years 
together, and placing half (£80,752 10s. 3d.) to each year, 
the amount is below the expectation of each year. 

The expenses of management are on the same moderate 
scale as heretofore; the amount is practically the same as 
last year. 

The total reciepts during the year amounted to 
£236,935 11s. 6d, and the total expenditure to 
£166,913 88. 2d., so that the assets of the society have been 
increased by £70,022 3s. 4d. 

Deducting the reversions, outstanding interest, and 
premiums and cash on current account, the funds of the 
society have produced an average rate of interest of 
£4 16s. 3d. per cent. 

The directors who retire by rotation are Mr. Clabon, Sir 
BR. J. Phillimore, Mr. Robins, and Mr. Shadwell. 

One of the auditors, Mr. Builey, also retires. 

All these gentlemen are eligible for re-election. 

By the election of Mr. Powell last year as director, a0 
auditorship became vacant, which should be filled up at the 

present meeting. 
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gource the death of Dr. Cotton, for the past eight years 
the medical officer of the Equity and Law Life Assurance 
In doing so they desire to record their sense of 
loss which the society has thus sustained, and 
personal regret for the loss of a colleague upon whose 
tact, and judgment they placed the greatest reliance. 
Symes Thompson, whom the board have elected in 
, Cotton’s place, the directors believe they have secured 
most efficient successor. 
’ The CuarrMAN, after referring tothe form of the balance 
gheet, said.—As to the business of the past year, I do 
ot think I can do better than ask your attention to that 
ph in the report which states that ‘‘the total 
oy of policies issned was 185, assuring £361,697; the 
ums on which amounted to £13,114 13s. 94. Deduct- 
the re-assurances, the sums assured amounted to 
195, and the premiums to £11,071 17s. 10d., of which 
4g. 5d. were single premiums.” Now I cannot but 
think that that one paragraph shows you a good and sub- 
ag business. After referring to the other figures in 
report the chairman said:—The total funds at the end 
ofthe year is the e item on the other side of the 
account, £1,354,976. I cannot help thinking that these 
figures, if you will be kind enough to consider them, show 
$ large and satisfactory business. Now, then, as to its 
lass. You will find that the amount assured on the average 
each life is £2,161, and I need not tell you that that 
ws that the lives assured hereare people of good means. 
The assurances do not consist merely of sums of £100, 
4200, £500, or £600, which would show that they are on 
he lives of a comparatively humble clase, but they aver- 
age £2,161, showing that they embrace a class whose 
health is well cared for, and whose longevity is greater than 
that of persons ofa lower order. Ihope, therefore, you will 
be satisfied that I stated the truth when [ said that the busi- 
tess was of considerable amount, and of a bigh class. 
Now, take the other side of the account. The first item 
is claims under policies, and, knocking off the re-assurances, 
the total sum carried out which we have had to meet for 
¢laims is £123,853. That is a large sum, and there may be 
Some of you who may thiok it is a ground for anxiety and 
dissatisfaction, and he more so if you compare it with what 
m had to meet in the previous year—namely, £37,651. 
ou may say, “Surely we have aieason to be startled at 
finding that, whereas last year you only pail £37,000, you 
bave now had to meet £123,000 odd!” ‘This is one of those 
things which show the danger of forming a conclusion 
upon life assurance from the experience of a short period, 
@r any other but an enlarged investigation into the whole 
subject. So far fromthe amount being such as to justify 
anxiety in any sense, you will perhaps be surprise! to find 
that, according to the tables on which our calculations 
are based, we might have expected to pay more. 
We have had within the last two years an actual immunity 
loss. In 1876 we might have expected to pay 
£86,000 and a fraction. We did pay only £37,000. What 
isthe consequence? Why that the interest of the money— 
iffereace between those two amounts—which we have 
had for a year has been elear net profit. In running down 
the same column, you will find that the ageats’ commission 
has fallen from £5,872 to £5,651. The expense of manage- 
ment, although the businesshas increased, has increased very 
little. The amount is almost stationary ; it is somethirg 
like £40 increase, being £6,822 against £6,778. There is 
only one other matter which I think I need mention to you. 
fou are aware that the rate of interest has slightly 
diminished. It is £4 16s, 2d. against £4 18s. 1d., but you 
will not be surprised at that, because it is a notorious fact 
wonderfully low the rate of interest has been for some 
tonsiderable time past and still is. I will now move that 
the report and accounts be received and adopted. 
Mr. F, Peaxe having seconded the motion, the report 
‘was unanimously adopted. 
é directors were re-elected, auditors elected, and the 
of the meeting and £2,000 voted to the directors. 
On the motion of Mr. J. N. Emmet, a yote of thanks was 
elven to the auditors, with a sum of forty guineas for their 
Services, for which Mr. Boopus returned thanks, 
Mr. Lemon that a vote of thanks be given to Mr. 
Berridge and office staff, remarking that, however valu- 
able the services of the directors might be, they could not 


cyettt 








produce the satisfactory results they did unless they were 
ably assisted by Mr. Berridge and the staff of the office. 

The resolation having been agreed to, 

Mr. BerRincE, io acknowledging the compliment, observed 
that the vote had all the greater value coming as it did from 
so competent a critic as Mr. Lemon, who always found some- 
thing to say about the accounts,and perhaps they were all 
the more carefully prepared in consequence, - 

A vote of thanks having been accorded to the chairman 
for presiding, the meeting dispersed. 





LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
COMPANY. 


The annual meeting of this company was held on the Sth 
inst., when the followimg report was presented :— 

The directors, in submitting their report for the forty- 
first year since the establishment of the society, have to 
announce the deaths of two highly-valued colleagues, Mr. 
W. Strickland Cookson and Sir Thomas Tilson, who for 
many years had held the offices of chairman and deputy- 
chairman of the board. 

They have also to announce the resignation of their 
esteemed colleague, Mr. James Beaumont. 

The board, under the power conferred upon them by the 
deed of settlement, have filled these vacancies by the 
election of the Hon. Mr. Justice Lopes, Mr. Edmand 
Henry Ellis, and Mr. Henry Leigh Pemberton. Under 
the provisions of the deed, these gentlemen retire from 
Office at the present meeting, but are eligible for re- 
election. 

Daring the past year new assurances were effected with 
the society for £263,500, under 122 policies. The new 
premiums amounted to £9,333 163. lld., of which 
£290 162. 8d. was paid away for the re-assurance of £13,000 
with other offices, leaving £9,043 0-. 84. as the new pre- 
miums on £250,500, the amount of risk retained by the 
society. 

The number of policies which have become claims by 
death is ninety-three, whilst that which might have been 
expected under the institute of actuaries” table of mortality 
tow adopted by the society was 104. The total amount 
of assurance claims was heavier, however, than in any 
previous year, with the exception of 1875, being £169,567 3 
of this amount, £30,237 consisted of bonus additions made 
to policies assuring £96,330, an average increase of no less 
than thirty-one per cent., though upon many of these 
policies considerable amounts of bonus had been commated 
during their subsistence. 

The rate of interest, which at the close of the year the 
total property of the society was invested to yield, was 
fally £4 53. 7d. per cent., free of income tax. 

The quinguennial division of profits, which averaged 
£84 per £1,000 assured, affords renewed evidence of the 
progress of the society. 








On Monday, in Committee of Supply, on the vote of 
£1,200 for the Treasury, including parliamentary 
Lord F. Hervey asked for an explanation as to the pay- 
ments to counsel who did not form part of the i 
staff of Government draftsmen. Mr. Rylands com- 
plained that, although £5,500 was paid to parliamentary 
counsel and clerk, the committee were now asked for a 
large additional sum under the same head. 
Stanley observed that the Treasury were very conscious of 
the inconvenience that would result in having, in any case 
where it could be avoided, to go to counsel outside of the 
recognized staff for assistance in preparing Bills. Although 
the number of Bills passed last session might not, perhaps, 
have equalled that of some more productive years, still 
many Bills were prepared and laid on the table, and went 
through several stages last year, which, owing to various 
circumstances, did not arrive at complete maturity. One 
of these was the Baukruptoy Bill, which was the most 
expensive in its preparation, having cost, he believed, from 
£800 to £900. The Treasury would endeavour, as far as 
possible, to have all the work done in the parliamentary 
draftaman’s office, 
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THE BANKRUPTCY AMENDMENT BILL AND 
THE BILLS OF SALE AMENDMENT BILL. 


Mr. G. J. Jonnson, solicitor, of Birmingham, has addressed 
a letter to Mr. Sampson 8S. Lloyd, M.P., on the above 
measures, in which he says:—As a member of the Council of 
the Birmingham Chamber of Commerce, I have had sent to 
me the prints of two bills—viz.: The Bankruptcy Amend- 
ment Bill, and the Bills of Sale Amendment Bill, now 
before the House of Commons, and brought in by you and 
other gentlemen, whose names are guarantee that the pro- 
visions of these Bills are supposed to be commercially 
desirable. 

Each of these Bills contains a clause so objectionable in 
its probable effect, primarily on the interests of bankers, 
but ultimately on the interests of the whole commercial 
community, that I am moved to ask you seriously to re- 
consider them. 

The first of these clauses is the 5th of the Bankruptcy 
Amendment Bill, which will have the effect of altering in 
an objectionable, because indefinite and uncertain, manner 
the position of every secured creditor; especially, for 
instance, a banker holding bills drawn, accepted, or 
indorsed, by other persons than the bankrupt or liquidating 
debtor. I need not remind you that a secured creditor, 
as hitherto understood, isa creditor holding security on 
the property of the bankrupt only, and so rigorously has 
this rule been observed that the separate security of one 
partner for the debt of the firm is for the purpose of proof 
considered as a collateral security, not requiring to be 
deducted from the proof. But if the bill, for which you 
are sponeor, passer, your bank will, before it can vote in 
the bankruptcy or liquidation of any person whose name 
is on any of the bills in its possession, have to ascertain in 
some way, at present unintelligible to me, the value of the 
other names to the bill, and prove for the balance only. 
The difficulty of ascertaining this withany certainty, and the 
right which, under the second part of the clause, is given 
to the trustee of the debtor to take up the security at the 
value put upon it, plus some percentage not yet fixed, 
will certainly prevent bankers in the majority of cases 
from proving at all. 

Iam quite aware of the supposed mischief intended to 
be remedied by this clanse—viz., that a banker holding a 
sheaf of bills, endorsed by a bankrupt debtor, is able, by 
proving on all his endorsements, to exercise a voting 
power at the first meeting ont of all proportion to his real 
claim on the estete for dividend. That this power may be 
abused, I do not deny, but I can truly say that, in all the 
instances which have come under my notice, the exercise 
of the power has been beneficial rather than otherwise, and 
that, over and over again, I have been able by the assist- 
ance of a proof of your own bank to defeat the designs of 
& Canvassing accountant, who had got a few proofs just 
sufficient, as he thought, to carry the appointment of 
trustee, or at least to embarrass the other candidates for 
the cffice, so as to get some part of the remuneration. 
Granting that mischief might occasionally follow from the 
operation of this principle, consider the far more serious 
consequences which would follow from the alteration of 
the rule. If your 5th clause becomes law, the bill 
will henceforth practically represent the security 
only of one name, for before you can prove on the 
other estates, you will have to perform the difficult task of 
—— the security of the others, and then can 6 only 
on each estate for its proportion ; and if the other estates 
are worth rv sce the trustee of the first bankrupt will 

i bill. I see that the Attorney-General 


proviso that the restriction on the right of voting is not to 
en ere oe ate A similar proviso to your 
Bill would diminish the mischief, but increase the incon- 
pe A caer creditor holding security is to receive 
a divi in respect of bis debt, why is he to be deprived 
of the voting power in respect of it? 1 venture to think 
that this alteration in the law with a view to remedy a very 
oceasional and sentimental grievance, will result in a serious 
pecuniary grievance, primarily to bankers, but ultim 


atel 
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The ether point to which I oll dist. goer eanalied to 

Amendment Bill, which 


the th clause of the Bills of Bale 





rovides in substance {that an mortanes. <0 freehold or 

easehold property containing fixed inery or fixtureg 
shall, as to all such machinery or fixtures (except steam or 
water engines), and the pone machinery immediately con. 
necting such engines with any removable fixtures, require 
to be registered as a bill of sale, in order to secure such fix. 
tures to the mortgagee. To properly understand this question, 
I must ask your attention for a few lines to the past and 
present state of the law on the subject. For many yearg 
previously to the passing of the Bills of Sale Act, 1854, it 
had been clear law, held over and over again in cases 
between mortgagees and assignees in bankruptcy, that 
unless otherwise expressed, a mortgage of a freehold or 
leasehold property, or a mere deposit with a banker of the 
deeds relating to such property, passed all the fixtures and 
fixed machinery in and about the perty. In the clause 
of the Bills of Sale Act, 1854, defining what should ang 
what should not be considered as property within the 
operation of that Act, fixtures were included, but when 
the question arose, it was decided by the courts, both of 
common law and chancery, that this meant fixtures dealt 
with separately and apart from the property to which ¢! 
were fixed ; and in a case in this neighbourhood, in whi 

our own bank were claimants (Zz-parte Astbury, decided 
in the year 1869), it was held that, notwithstanding that 
the r had a leasehold interest only, and ‘could ag 
between himself and the freeholder have removed the 
fixtures, yet still such fixtures passed by an equitable 
mortgage, created by a mere deposit of the lease and not 

istered as a bill of sale. 
the year 1871, however, what had been clear law up 

to that time was thrown into confusion by three con 
decisions, the effect of which was to limit the previong 
rule to cases of mortgages of freehold only. The conge. 
quences of these decisions so much alarmed the legal pro- 
fession that when some time after the question came 
before the Court of Appeal in Chancery in the case of 
Ez parte Barclay, In re Joyce, that court, on the ground of 
some difference between the state of facts there and in the 
previous cases, substantially re-established the former 
doctrine in all cases where the mortgage did not affect to 
deal with the fixtures separately, or to give the mo 
power to sell then. apart from the property to which they 
were fixed, and this decision was, in the following year, 
recognized by the House of Lords. 

This being the present state of the case law on this 
subject, you will at once understand the effect of the 6th 
clause of your bill will be to embody a principle exactly 
contrary to the oldest and newest decisions of the court. 

Now let me put to you what would be the practical 
effect of the clause you propose. 

A manufacturer who = built a factory and fitted it up 
with machinery can now obtain an advance, either from # 
private individual or from his banker, of a proportion of the 
total value of the buildings and machinery, because the 
mortgagee knows that the mortgage of iteelf carries the 
right to all the fixed plant and machinery, so that even if 
the borrower becomes emb the trustee under hig 
bankruptcy or liquidation cannot sare the m3 ‘6 
security by removing what is practically as well os lelly 
part of the property. But when your bill is passed n 
the banker nor a private mortgagee can look upon these 
securities in the light in which they have hitherto done. 
The mortgagee must require the borrower either to injure 
his credit by submitting to a registration of the mortgage 
as a bill of sale, or be content to obtain on the security of 
the property such a sum asa prudent man would advance, 
having regard to the fact tha‘ in the event of the borrower's 
insolvency the trustee of his estate would not only be 
entitled to the whole of the machinery and fixtures, but the 
property is sure to be very seriously damaged by their 
poo - The Givens between hering boy Koran ~ 
machinery, an: ving the property subject eir 
removal, would, I do As hesitate m4 Len make a difference of 
neatly twenty-five per cent. in the value of most of the 
manufacturing properties in Birmingham. Now what 
practical advantage is to be gained by this altera- 
tion of the law? The principle of the Bill of Sale Act is 
intelligible enough. If a man makes a mo of his 
stock-in-trade or his household furniture, it is right that it 
should be registered, because a man who is known to be in 
of @ stock of goods or of a house fall of furniture, 





fairly presumed to be the owner, and if he hae parted with 
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the ownership and not the possession, it is expedient that 
there should A some public record of that fact, especially to 
prevent fictitious changes of or But how does this 
spply to the possession of a freehold or leasehold manu- 
Boxy, as to which no one with the slightest knowledge of 
business a that the tenant in possession is ne i 
the owner? The presumption is in fact that he is not, and he 
is alwaya considered as being tenant, unless he is known to 
belandlord. The very reason why a bill of sale of stock or 
household furniture uires to be registered ceases to 
operate, No one gives him credit from the mere fact of 
possession without inquiry into what are the terms of such 
ion, and even when they do ascertain that the tenant 
the owner, nobody therefore supposes as‘a matter of course 
that it is not encumbered, and if he has a right to know 
the nature of the incumbrance, he can of course ascertain 
that the incumbrance includes the fixtures. 

As on the other point I put it as a balance of advantages 
and disadvantages. The law that a mortgage of even 
leasehold proporty carried with it all the fixtures, was in 
force certainly from the year 1823 tothe year 1871, and is now 
the law ; and, in the course of twenty years’ experience, I 
have never heard, any practical mischiefjresulting from it, 
or of any agitation for an alteration of it. 

What is to be gained by altering the law, compared with 
the certain depreciation in the value of all manufacturing 
property asa security for money? In considering the 
clause, we have to assume that the property is mortgaged, 


- and then, of course, the effect is that ownership of the 


property and of the fixtures belong to different sets of 
penis the property to the mortgagee, and the fixtures to 
borrower, unless he injares his credit by having the 
mortgage registered. When the machinery and fixtures 
are thus annexed, half, at least, of ‘their value is gone ; and 
to secure this diminished value in cases where the mort- 
becomes bankrupt, or has to file a petition for 
idation, the bill will have depreciated permauenily, 
a8 I have said before, byone-fourth, the value of all mann- 
facturing property throughout the kingdom. On baiancing 
the inconveniences, it seems clear to me that by very much 
the greater inconvenience is to alter the law, and that if 
any alteration is to be made as to the question of fixtures, 
it ought to be to get rid of all oocasion for any more con- 
flicting decisions, by enacting that the definition word “ fix- 
tares” in the Bills of Sale Act shall be “fixtures” dealt 
With separately from the buildings to which they are affixed. 
T have not gone into the question of the other clauses 
of either bill, but have confined myself to these two points. 
Imay say, however, that with these two exceptions, and 
fome other minor matters of detail, [ think both measures 
Will be improvements on the existing law. 








At a meeting of the Quarter Sessions of the Justices of 
the Peace for Lanarkshire held in Glasgow on Tuesday, 
mys the Scotsman, Bailie Ure stated the result of the 
interview he and the other members of the deputation had 
with Mr. Moir on the subject of attesting recruits in that 

tleman’s shop, and receiving the usual fee of one shilling. 

» Moir said he performed the duties of a justice of the 
peace either in his own place of business or any other place 
Which might be more convenient for the public. He did 
Bet send for anyone to come to his shop, and he thought the 

ought not to complain when he discharged his duty 
asatisfactory way. As there seemed to be a difference of 
pe. it might be advisable for the justices to get some of 
legal luminaries in the city to put an interpretation on 
the statate. He could assure them that very distinguished 
a entertained different views on this op eg The War 
absolutely ignored the view taken by the justices, that 

the justice of peace clerk should get the fee. Mr. William 
would like to know under what Act of Parliament 

Mr. Gray, the olerk to the justices, considered himself 
tatitled to the fee of 1s. Mr. Gray said there was only the 
ne Act of Parliament on the subject, and in holding that he 
Was entitled to the fee he was only going upon the lines of his 
. It was his duty either to act as clerk to the 
poy or by deputy. Mr, Clark wanted to 

if it were competent for a justice to act as his own 
Clerk, Mr. Moir read the Act, which says, ‘‘the justice or 


tome nm deputed by him,” &o. It was unanimously 
gered in after the explanations which had been made, no 


Obituary. 


THE HON. T. M. C. WILDE. 


The Hon. Thomas Montague Uarriugton Wilde, barrister, 
died on the 10th inst. Mr. Wilde was the second 
son of the first Lord Truro, and the ‘first cousin of 
Lord Penzance, and he was born in 1818. He was educated 
at the Charterhouse and at Trinity College, Cambridge, 
and he was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in 
1842, On his father being raised to the woolsack Mr. 
Wilde became Secretary of Commissions of Injunctions 
and Decrees to the Lord Chancellor, and in 1852 he was 
appointed Registrar of the Manchester District Court of 
Bankruptcy. <A few years later he was removed to the 
Bristol Court, but his office was abolished on the passing 
of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, and in that year he retired 
ona pension. Mr. Wilde was at the time of his death heir 
presumptive to the Barony of Truro. He was married to 
the daughter of Mr. Charles Chapman, and he leaves one 
son. 








Appuinturents, Ete. 


Mr. Bryans Limpert Ackianp, of the firm of Ackland 
& Son, solicitors, of Bishops Stortford, and Saffron 
Walden, has been appointed Registrar of the Bishops 
Stortford County Court (Circuit No. 35) im succession to 
Mr. Frederick eg Unwin, resigned. Mr. Ackland is an 
LL.B. of Trinity Hall, Cambridge, where he graduated as 
third in the second class of the Law and History Tripos in 
es 1873, and he was admitted a solicitor in February, 
1876. 


Mr. Witttam Arton Arrtuy, solicitor, of Rochford and 
Southend, has been appointed Registrar of the Rochford 
and Southend County Courts (Cireait No. 38). Mr. Arthy 
was admitted a solicitor in 1855, and is also clerk to the 
county magistrates at Rochford, and clerk to the Commis- 
sioners of Taxes. The office of i of the Rochford 
County Court was held by his partner, the late Mr. William 
Swaine, and the court will in futare sit at both places. 

Mr. Henry Bracu, solicitor (of the firm of Birch, Culli- 
more, & Douglas), of Chester, been appointed by the 
High Sheriff of Cheshire (Philip Stapleton Humberston, 
Esq.) to be Under-Sheriff of that county for the ensuing 
—_. Mr. John Tatlock, of Chester, is the acting under- 
sheriff. 

Mr. Tuomas CornisH, solicitor, of Penzance, has been 
appointed by William Cole Pendarves, Esq., of 
sheriff of Cornwall, his Under-Sheriff of that county for 
the ensuing year. Mr. Cornish (of the late firm of Rodd 
& Cornish) is registrar of the Penzance County Court, 
clerk to the justices of East Penwith, West Penwi 
the borough of Penzance, town clerk of Penzanee and 
Marazion, clerk to the board of guardians of the Penzance 
Union, superintendent registrar of births, deaths, and 
marri for the district of the union, &., &c. He was 
admitted in 1851. 

Mr. Ratrpx Darurcroy, solicitor, of Wi 
appointed by the High Sheriff of Lancashire (Afr. Nathaniel 
Eckersley) to be Under-Sheriff of that county for the ensu- 

year. Mr. Darlington was admitted a solicitor in 1845, 
and is in partnership with his sons, Mr. John Shaw 
Darlington and Mr. Henry Darlington. 

Mr, Eowarp Earon Evans, solicitor (of the firm of 
J. & E. Eaton Evans), of Haverfordwest, Mi Ha 
and Narberth, has bean appointed by the s.* Sheriff 
Carmarthenshire (Mr. John Beynon) to bs Under-Sheriit 
of that county for the ensuing year. Mr. Evans was ad- 
mitted a solicitor in ‘1856, and is clerk te the Pem i 
County Roads Board. His firm are joint towa clerks of the 
borough of Wiston. 


88 


Messrs. Wa. Grirrita & Soys, solicitors, of A 
have been appointed by the 3 Sheriff of Meri 
(Mr. William John Beale) to Under-Sheriffs of that 


county for the ensuing year. 


of 
for that city. 





steps be taken in the matter. 


Mr. Heapear Grornce GoLpivenan, solicitor, 
Woreester, has been appointed a Magistrate 
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Mr. Goldingham was admittei a solicitor in 1841, and is 
Under-Sheriff for the city of Worcester and also for the 
county of Worcester for the present year. 


Mr. George Witiiam Hones, solicitor, of Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne, has been appointed by W. Digby Seymour, Esq., 
Q.C., L.L.D., Recorder of the Borough and County of 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne and Judge of the Burgess and non- 
Burgess Courts of Record there, to be his Deputy-Recorder 
and Deputy-Judge of the said courts. 


Mr, Joun Henry Jones, solicitor, of Gloucester, has 
been appointed by Lord Penzance, Master of the Faculties, 
to be a Notary Public for the city and district of Glouces- 
ter. 


Mr. Samvet Leecn, solicitor, of Derby, has been ap- 

, sna by the High Sheriff of Derbyshire (Mr. William 
essop) to be Under-Sheriff of that county for the ensuing 
year. 

Mr. THomas James NELSON, solicitor, has been appointed 
& Magistrate for the borough of Kingston-upon-Thames. 
Mr. Nelson was admitted in 1848, and has held the office 
of city solicitor since 1863. He is chairman of the Hamp- 
ton Wick Local Board of Health, and of the Thames 
Valley Main Sewerage Board. 

Mr. Freprrick Rowxianp Rosesrts, solicitor, of Aberyst- 
with, has been appointed by the High Sheriff of 
Cardiganshire (the Earl of Lisburne) to be Under-Sheriff 
of that county for the ensuing year. Mr. Roberts was ad- 
mitted a solicitor in 1839, and is Clerk of the Peace for the 
county, clerk to the Commissioners of Taxes at Aberystwith 
and clerk to the Cardiganshire County Roads Board. 

Mr. Harey Joun Skinner, solicitor, of Bampton, Ox- 
fordshire, has been appointed a Commissioner to administer 
Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicatare in England. 





FORGED DEEDS. 


At the Clerkenwell Police-Court, on Thursday, Edward 
Downs, describing himself as an accountant, of 57, Moor- 
gate-street, and Glenmore-house, West Dulwich, was 
brought up for re-examination on a charge of having ob- 
tained large sums of money, in all amounting to about 
£40,000, by means of forged conveyances. Mr. Poland 
appeared for the prosecution on behalf of the Treasury ; 
Mr. Ricketts, solicitor, appeared on bebalf of the General 
Mortgage and Fisance Society, 3, Pentonville-road, said to 
have advanced £2,500 to the prisoner on forged deeds ; Mr. 
Jessell appeared for the prisoner, who, however, had pre- 
viously expressed his intention of pleading “ Guilty.” 
Several other solicitors appeared for parties interested in 
the case. Evidence of the execution of deeds to various 
persons, given on the last examination, having been read, 
Mr. H. Eustace, manager of the Generol Mortgage 
Society, stated, in cross-examination by Mr. Jessell, that 
the first advance by the society to the prisoner was made at 
nine percent. perannum. The prisoner having complained, 
the second advance was made at eight per cent. The wit- 
ness added that the general rate of interest charged by the 
society for short terms was nine per cent. Mr. Poland, in 
opening the case for the Treasury, said that the Govern- 


many, who would otherwise have had to conduct separate 

for separate prosecutors. By such a course those 
persons who had been unfortunately defranded would not 
be called on to lose more money. There had been no de- 


the learned counsel complimented for the manner in which 
the case had been conducted by him. He, Mr. Poland, 
found by the evidence that the General 6 Society 
advanced a sum of £2,500 upon two plots of land at 
ulwich, mortgaged by the prisoner. In addition to that, he 

d obtained on the 11th of August last £3,000 from another 

ing society by exactly similar means, the same plote of 

land at Dulwich being re- To effect these mort- 
grees the prisoner had forged and re-forged conveyances 
ving 4 fac simile of the seal of the British Land Company 
in court. 


On the Wth of ob- 


seal was a forgery, and the die was pro- 
Augast the prisoner 





tained a sum of £800 by another forged conveyance ig 
respect of the same plots of land, and on the 15th of 
December another advance from other persons, to the amount 
of £1,050. On the 12:h of February the prisoner obtained 
from other sources a sum of £2,750 still upon the samg 
plots of land, but in that instance deposited with the mort. 
gagee the original deeds issned to him by the British Lang 
Company. He (Mr. Poland) proposed only to prove the 
cases he had mentioned, for the reason that the prisoner had 
laced in the hands of the police a written statement, con 
essing the whole fraud. In such statement he had 
ex ed a desire to make a full confession. The motiyg 
for that and his express desire to assist the prosecution, the 
risoner said, was the hope that he would be more leniently 
lt with. The prisoner's statement inculpated another 
person in the forgery of the seal, but, that person being 
now dead, he (Mr. Poland) did not think | purpose 
would be served by entering into the matter. The rest of 
the prisoner’s statement was explanatory of the manner 
in which the money had gone. He attributed the 
commencement of the frauds to losses on the Stock 
Exchange, ani proceeded with the forgeries in the 
hope of winning and making a great fortune. The 
prisoner asserted that he had lost £25,000 received by the 
forgeries on the Stock Exchange ; £14,000 had been lost to 
various persons in other matters. The prisoner added that 
he first began to feel uneasy on the exposure of the Dimsdale 
frauds, but was led on by the ease with which the m 
was obtained, for which he considered the solicitors 
mortgagees to blame. He, Mr. Poland, could not see how 
solicitors could protect their clients until an official register 
of land transfers had been established. Evidence was then 
given of the advance of the sums mentioned by Mr. Poland 
to the prisoner, the deeds being put in. It was pointed out 
that the fac simile of the seal of the British Land Company 
was so well executed as to be almost perfect, and it was said 
that even had the forged deeds been submitted to the com- 
pany the seal and signatures had been imitated with such 
skill and accuracy that detection was improbable. Inspece 
tor Peel, G Division, proved that on the 18th inst. he 
received the written statement produced at the House of 
Detention. The prisoner had also made a voluntary state- 
ment to him as to how he had imitated the signatures on 
the original deed. ‘The inspector added that he had received 
every assistance from the prison°r's solicitor. The prisoner 
was then fully committed for trial at the Central Criminal 
Court. 








Mr. Francis John De Montais, one of the Jersey ju 
applied some time ago to the State Assembly to support 
application to her Majesty in Council, to permit him to 
retire from the judicial bench on the ground of bis advanved 
age and infirmities. The request was not complied with 
till quite recently, and itis stated that an Order in Council 
has just been received granting the requisite permission. 


At the Lancaster Assizes on Tuesday, two men, named 
James Kearns and Anthony Hennigan, were charged with 
breaking into a counting-house in Lancaster on the 26th 
ult,, and stealing therein £1. The prosecution mainly 
on the evidence of two policemen who were listening at the 
outside of the cells in which the prisoners were co! 
previous to being taken before the local magistrates, and 
who heard certain conversation pass between thom in re- 
ference to the robbery. The judge (Mr. Justice Lopes), ia 
summing up, observed that he had not the least hesitation 
in saying that that was a class of evidence which he did not 
at all like, and that hs considered the whole proceedings were 
un-English. He deplored that such a state of things should 
have taken place. It was against the whole principle of 
crimiual law, the object of which was to hedge 
persons round with every possible safeguard. His idea of & 
police-constable’s duty in such # case as this was that when 
he heard men speaking to one another, and they were saying 
anything that was at all likely to be detrimental to their case, 
he should have made his presence known, and told them 
they had better be carcful what they said, or it might be 
used against them. In returning a verdict of guilty, the 
jury said they fally concurred with the judge as to the way 
in which the evidence had been obtained, and that it was 

ble way atall. The judge said if it was the 
hoped it would be discontinw d. 


notar 


practice 
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Assites. 


NORTHAMPTON SPRING ASSIZES.' 
(Before BRAMWELL, L.J.) 
March 18.—Reg. v. Drage and others. 
ving stolen goods—Guilty knowled Evidence of, under 
Beg 35 Viot. 112, s. 19, “Other stolen goods * found in the 
of” the prisoner. 

To entitle the prosecution, under section 19 of Prevention of 
Crimes Act, 1871, to give evidence of guilty knowledge, it ts 
not sufficient to prove a mere dealing by the prisoner with other 

ly stolen rn eee oy twelve poe Such 

must be found in the possession o' er 

ie tote when he is found in possession of the goods which 
are the subject of indictment. ‘ 

The prisoner was indicted with several others for receiving 

wing them to have been stolen. After proof that 
sportion of the stolen property referred to in the indict- 
ment was found in the possession of the prisoner shortly 
after it was stolen and that he gave no account of it, 
evidence was tendered by the prosecution, under 34 & 35 
Vict. c. 112, s. 19, that the prisoner about the same period 
was selling, at a very low price, large numbers of reels of 
sik and thread which had been stolen from another person, 
not the prosecutor, within the preceding twelve months. 
None of these reels, however, were found in the possession 
of the prisoner at the time when the property, the subject 
of these proceedings, was found in his possession by the 


Harris, for the prisoners, objected that such evidence was 
not within section 19. 

BraMWELL, L.J.—Who can be said to have “ found” 
these reels? Moreover, the words clearly mean found in his 
ceesion when the goods, for receiving which he is now 

icted, were found in his possession. 

A. K. Loyd (W. A. Metcalfe with him), for the prosecu- 
tion, contended (1) that no time or place for the finding of 
sich other property was fixed by the statute, so long as it 
was property stolen within the twelve months. (2) The 

ject of the section being to provide means of proving 

ty knowledge, it was the possession by the prisoner of 
sich other goods and not the finding, or the time or place 
of the finding, that was material. (3) That “‘ finding ’ did 
tot mean “discovering upon search,”’ but that “ finding the 
goods in the possession of such person’’ was equivalent to 
finding such person in possession of the goods.” In this 
suse the witnesses to whom he had sold the silk had found 
the silk in his pee since they had found him in pos- 
session of the silk. 

Bramwe tt, L.J.—Whatever the intention of the Legisla- 
faremay have been, the words of the section clearly do not 
tnder this evidence admissible. 


——— 


Leqislation of the eck. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
MARCH 14.—BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
TERRITORIAL WATERS JURISDICTION, 


MARCH 15.—BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 

Private Bitis.—Sutton-in-Ashfield Gas, Exeter Chapel 
tad St. John’s Hospital. 

MARCH 18.—ROYAL ASSENT. 

The Royal assent was given by commission to the fol- 

lowing Bills—Exohequer Bonds, House Ocoupiers’ Dis- 

ification Removal (Scotland), Glebe Loan (Ireland) 
ent, and the Public Parks (Scotland). 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Paivarz Bitts.—Exeter Gas, Birmingham Closed Burial 
Grounds, Great Yarmouth and Stalham (Light) Railway, 
Yarmouth and North Norfolk (Light) Railway. 

BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 

Bisnoprics.—Bill for the foundation of four new Bishop- 
ties (Hart Bravonamp). 


MARCH 19.—BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 
tcaL Acrs.—Bill to Consolidate and Amend the 
Acts (Duxn or RicnMonp), 








HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
MARCH 15.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Private Bru.—Swansea Improvements and Tramways. 
County Courts Junispicrion. County Covers Junis- 
pietion (No. 2). Counrr Courts Procepurs (referred 
to select committee). Denrat Pracrrrioners. 


BILL PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Buus or Sarz, 


MARCH 18.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Private Bitts.—Deal Water, Great Western and South 
Devon Railway Companies, Lancashire and Yorkshire 
Railway, Lea Bridge District Gas, and London and South- 
Western Railway. 
Pe nsereaig § se ear gal 4 Fr TIME. 
RIVATE BILLs.— iffe and Pilkington Compan 
South-Eastern Railway. 4 


BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Petvate Brits.—Aspinwall’s Patent, Bangor Local 
Board, Brighton Aquarium, East Norfolk Railway, Seven- 
oaks Water. . 


* BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 
Fisu.—Bill for Protection of Freshwater Fish (Mr. 
Monpztxa). 


MARC 20.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Parvare Brtts.—Imperial Continental Gas inti 
Metropolitan District Railway, Wiggenball St. Mary Mag- 

dalen Drainage. 
BILL PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
TurasHine Macurnes. 


Cuurt Papers. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Covet og Misrer or Tus 
Date. yin Ry Resse. V.C. Matus. 


Saturday, Mar. 23Mr. Merivale Mr. King Mr. Clowes 
Monday .... 26 ry Teesdale Leach 
i Holdship Latham 
Teesdale 
Holdship 
Farrer Teesdale 
V.C. Bacow. V.C. Hatt. 


Saturday, Mar. 23Mr. Teesdale Mr. Leach 
Monday .... 25 Ward Milne 
Tuesday ...... 26 Merivale 
Wednesday.... 27 Milne 
Thursday .... 28 Merivale 
Friday...e.... 29 Ward Milze 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
MIDDLESEX.—HILARY SITTINGS, 1878. 
App1TioNaL List oF Actions ror TRIAL. 

757 Mathews (Tilleard G & H) v Thompson (J S Kisch) 
758 Brand (J Mote) v Grier (Wm Foster) without a jury 
759 Davies v4 Hendriks) v Bennett (E Bastard) 
760 lan & Co, Limited (Jno Frost) v Frianeby (J 
rout 
761 Banes y anr (W F Stokes) v Smith (Peckham, M & P) 
& Sons) v Sandford (In Person) 
Ex 763 Groves (B Sweeting) v Slade (B Owles) 
CP 764 Russell & anr (Russell, Son & S) v Ralph (J E 


Coxwell) 
QB 765 Billea é - (V J Chamberlain) v Clutterbuck (Pil- 


C P 766 West London Extension Ry Co (W Heggerty) v 
Chatham, and Dover Ry Co (J White) 
QB 767 o- (S Scott) v Gt Bastern Railway Co (CA 


QB 768 Weatherby & ors (A Fesheg) v Dove g Tucker) 
Ex 769 H W Christmas) v Beveridge (Harris & G 
Ex 770 Baker (B H Woodoock) v Pott (Pyke, Irving & P 

CU P 771 Watts (H W Mackreth) v Harrison (Champion, R & P) 
QB 772 Landonny (Pearce & Sen) v Close (In Peron 

QB 778 Bruce (Pike & Son) v Tinney a 

QB 774 Charch (Fitoh & F) v Hatton ,a 
ae 0) v Rollisson & Sons ( & 


Ex 776 = (& Kimber) v General Machinery Go (J B 
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Ex 777 ae ed Scott & B) vy The Compressed Tea Co, limd 
> we 

QB 778 Vai & aur - Hale & Son) v Chester (E Jennings) 

QB 779 Harvest (Linklater & Co) v Mallard (J Neal) without 


aj 
Ex 789 Mardall (W F Neave) v Hart (Pawle & Co) 
Ex 781 McArthur (Same) v Oddy (Layton & 
Ex 782 Robinson (Hd F & E Chester) vy Gt Northern Ry Co 
Facog Nelson & B) SJ 
Ex 783 (C F Yorke) v Herman (Lewis & L) 
Ex 784 Blacker (M Jamieson) v Lowe cb yw I 
QB 786 Sinclair (Smith, F & L) v Shepherd (Parker, L & O) 
P 786 Fowler (J Harwood) v Williams (F W Adams) with- 
P 


Cc 
out aj 
CP 787 anny Cane & A) v Bean (Watson, Sons & R) 
without a jury 
C P 788 Same (Same) v Jones (Same) without a jpey 
Ex 789 Hutchings & anr (A Kerly) v Calder (S'B Somerville) 
CP 790 —o W Chatterton) v Mitchell & Co (Benham 


CP 791 — (Wilkinson & Son) v Zohrab (J Crowdy & 


CP 792 Hewitt (J Kempster) v Gibson & anr (P C Deane) 

CP 798 Copland (W A Smith) v The Asphaltic Wood Fave- 
ment (T & A Harriso: = 

Ex 794 McGregor Gomis & M) v The Managers of the 
eee Asylum District (C Rogers & Son 

QB 795 Paice (Rogers, J & R) v Smith (Bischoff, B & B) SJ 

Ex 796 eae <2 S ee v Lees (E J Barron 

QB 797 Wi oe & anr (C Butcher) v The Agricultural Auc- 


tion Co, limd (G J bs & Son) 
QB 798 Crew ed ‘he Great Eastern Ry Co (C A Cur- 


C P 799 Cochrane (Dillon-Webb & Co) v Forge (F Buckland) 
Same (Same) v Jordan a Co) 8 

t (Dancan & Co) v ett (In a), 

Co Sdbemesigw & Co) v Parker (T Willis) 

Wilki & Son) v don, Chatham, & 

y Co (J White) 

t (R Wright) v Stratton (W ae? 

P oy red v Mumford (T W Palmer) 

M Cridge) v Murrell (H _W Cattlin 

Wood) v Earl of Perth & anr (W H Smith 

(C J Davis) v Beck & anr (L Goldberg 


H A Lovett) v Barnes (W W Hayne) 
(W H Lane) v Lightbody (Saunders, H & B) 
(Same) v Hegarty (EK Hughes) 

Turner & Son) v N Metropolitan Tram Co, 
H C Godfray) S. 

Ow ut-pog v Barreto (J Harwood) 
14 poms Ditton) v Hare (Sewell & Co) 
B (Gregory & Co) v Webb & anr (Lovell, 
Son & Co 
16 Bourne ( 


M Wetherfield) vy Willis (J Mote) 
17 Harrison (Beal & H) v Richardson (Dillon-Webb & 


Co 
18 a (Bicknell & H) v Martin (S Francis) 
hb (J Scott & Clark) v Hutchinson & anr 


ers) 
(A Haynes & Sons) v London, Brighton & 
South Coast Hy Co (Norton & ~ 
( 


ees 

<>, On 

HE 
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ef 
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QO ©2200 
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8 


8J 
Ex 821 Black (WW me) v Moll (Goldberg & L) 
CP 822 Amid 8) R Jones) v Danham & wife (W 
CP 823 Sergeant (Same) v Braham & anr (E Lee) 
(To be continued). 








: 


Me. ld on Wednesday, at the Mart, 14} acres of 
land for £14,500. The land is of 20 acres bought in 
850 for the sum of £600, and is situated in Battersea parish, 
bordering on Wandsworth Common. It was part of the 
tite of the Westminster Union (St. James’s) Industrial 
Schools. The purchaser was the British Land Company. 

In the House of Lords on Tuesday, in answer to Earl 
the Lord Chancellor said it was not the in- 

of her Majesty's Government to introduce again the 

Bill which was before Parliament last year for the consoli- 

amendment of the Patent Law. 
s Government 

to those who are interested in the subject, they 

been prepared to introduce it again ; but it was 

not clear to them that the nag tee meet with rom a re- 

aa precedence over other mea- 

sures which will occupy the attention of Parliament during 


we 





———, 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 
BIRTHS. ; 
Doveras—March 18, at 5, Stanley-place, Chester, the wife of 
Charles Philip Douglas, solicitor, of a son. 
Forp—March 19, at 6, Southwick-place, Hyde-park-square, W. 
the wife of Edmund 8. Ford, barrister-at-law, of a son.” 
Swirt—March 16, at Hardshaw Hall, St. Helen’s, Lancashire, 
the wife of Thomas Swift, solicitor, of a son. 
MARRIAGES, 
BrooMHEAD—HARrTLEY—March 16, at Harrogate, Barnard P, 
Broomhead, of Sheffield, solicitor, to Mary, oe ig ore of the 
Rev. Richard Fleming Hartley, M.A., deceased, late Vicar of 
Thorpe Salvin and of Wales. 
FrasER—Gorpon—March 19, at St. Leonard’s-on-Sea, Arthur 
M. Fraser, of Lineoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, to Mary, 
daughter of the late James Gordon, of Manar, Aberdeen. 


MULLINGs—Car1—March 16, at Maidenhead, Walter Mullings, 
solicitor, to Isabel, daughter of Benjamin Cail, of Maiden. 


PowELI—OLpRoyp—March 19, at Shrewsbury, George Powell, 
a grey Som, Upham se Serer a i 
solicitor, to Margaret Mary, daughter of Henry John Oldroyd, 
of Portland, Shrewsbury. 


DEATGS, 

Froom—March 17, at Brighton, Charles Pool Froom, of Lan- 
caster-street, Lancaster-gate, and Marlborough-chambers, 
Pall-mall, aged 48. 

Hepce—March 17, at may, 7s Edward Hedge, barrister-at- 
law, of Stone-buildings, incoin’s-inn. 

Watre—March 15, at 3, Gordon-place, Tavistock-square, 
—a Augustus Wait2, M.A., £.8.A., barrister-at-law, 


Wa.ker—March 16, Edward Walker, solicitor, Brynhyfryd, 
Dolgelley, aged 57. . — 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companier, 
Fripay, March 15, 1878. 
Limirep tx Caancery. 

Daventry and Northamptonshire Brewery Company, Limited.—Peti- 
tion for winding up, presented Mar 12, directed to be heard before 
the M.R. on Mar 23. Learoyd and Co, Albion chambers, Moorgate, 
solicitors for the petitioner 

Leeds Bottled Ale and Stout Company, Limited. By an order made by 
the M.R, dated Mar 7, it was ordered that the above company bs 
wound up. Pitman and Lane, Nicholas lane, agents for Scholes and 
Son, Dewsbury, solicitors for the petitioners 

Leeds Bottled Ale and Stout Company, Limited.—The M.R. has fixed 
Saturday, Mar 23, at 12, at his chambers, as the time and place for 
the te of an official liquidator 

Public Supply Association, Limited.—V.C. Malins has fixed Mar 26, at 
12, atjhis chambers, as the time and place for the appointment of an 


0 liquidator 

Prnjab Bank, Limited.—Creditors are required, on or before April 15, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims to the Alliance Bank of Simla, Limited, Lahore. May I, at 

» is appointed for heariog and adjudicating upon the 
debts and claims, Lattey and Hart, Gresham Hoase, solicitors to 
the official liquidator 

Regent United Service Stores, Limited.—V.C. Malins has by an order 
dated Mar 6, appointed John Folland Lovering, Gresham st, to be 
official liquidator 

South London Stores, Limited.—Petition for winding up, peg 
Mar 12, directed to be heard before the M.R, on Mar 23, and 
Sons, Queen Victoria st, solicitors for the pew 

Tvsspay, Mar. 19, 1878. 
Limirep In CaancenrY, 

Rhos Brick Company, Limited.—By an order made by V.0, Malins 
dated 8, it was ordered that the above company be wound up. 
Learoyd and Co, Albion chambers, Moorgate, solicitors for the pet 

ners 
County PaLatixe ov LANCASTER. 
Faway, Mar. 15, 1878, 

Parry Cabinet Making, Upholstering, and General Furnishing Company, 
Limited,—Petition for winding up, presented Mar 14, directed to 
heard before the V.C., at the Assize Courts, Strangeways, Manchester, 
on Tuesday, Mar 26, at 10, Leigh, Manchester, solicitor for the peti- 

cer 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 

Faray, Mar. 15, 1676, 
Bud of Hope Benefit Society, Green Man, St. Martin’s lane. Mar 12 
Portsmouth Temperance Co-operative byclety, Limited, Fratton sf, 

port, Portsmouth. Mar 12 

Tux*pay, Mar. 19, 1678, 

Friem4ly Benett Society, Mission Hall, Kimpton rd, Cambor- 
w Mar 16 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last oad Proof, 
Baill, Xenophon, Groat Winokovter ot. an 95, Balli v Bali, MBs 
’ on ne ot, aro e « 
Coward nclng lan ; 


e 
Bentiey-Lunos, Vraderick Stocks, At George’stq. March2h, Bentlay- 

Innes v Beuticy-Innes, V.C. Milins, Treherne, Bedford row 
Brows, John, Porumouth, Gent, Marc’ 2@, Williamson v Cox, MB. 
Vardell, yde, Iolo of Wight 
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. March 29. Harrison v Summers, V.C. Hall, Bury and 
andall, Amersham vale, New Cross,Gent. April 


a, samuel Lewisham High rd, Deptford, Gent. April 3. 
an MediellanyV.0, Hall. Teo, Frederick’s > Old Jewry 
a, John, = “a. Auctioneer. March 30. McLachlan v 
Qlemmans, V.O. Hi inter and Co, Bodiord row 
Pearse, He Salting’ place, Essex, Builder. March 25. Solly 
7 Sol! V0. Malins. olferstan, Ironmonger lane 
iam, poy rd, Brixton. March30. Thomas vy Rees, V.C. 
vi Saxto hy oy ag March 25. Holroyd 
er, Jam xton, ork, Farmer. royd v 
bail, 'V.¢. Malins, . Bromet, Tadcaster 
atts, Richard, Northumberland st, Strand, Licensed Vietualler. 
March 11. Beachy Reggett, pin hg Mackreth, Moorgate st 
AY, Marc’! 
pull, Hlizabeth, Cambridge hy dn Teddington. April 10, How v 
Barber, M.R. Browne, Ironmonger lane, Cheapsid 
Ap: nil 8. Smith v 


, Harriott, Buckingham Palace rd. 

Blackbnrne, V.C. Malins. Watson, Dyers Hall, Dowgaie Hill 
Browne, Jeanne Louise Adelaide, Wogan, Doblin. April 
y Watson, V.C. Malins. Ordell, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 

{ambert, Edmund, Batk, tor in Medicine. April 17. Lyns v 

ag ie her 'B —s and om Gray’ s inn x ree 

¥ er reat Geo 8 estminster, 

yo mard y Lane, V.¢. Hall. 


ent ril 17. Tarry and Stewart, 
Maden, tanh, Greens, Bacup, fog iy Raa 20. Cecily Holt, 
MLB. Walker and Battiscombe, Water 

Young, Sarah, Leatherhead, Surrey. april cy Dawes v Walker, V.C. 
Bacon. aoe cael E 


ead, Surrey, Fishmonger, Aprill. Oolev 


rite, Epsom 


Bankrupts. 
Fripay, Mar. 15, 1878. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Pet Mar Il. 


Birkett, Amelia, Ley Hill, Wine Merchant. 
9 
Hartt. 


Brougham. ° Mar 
ph William, Beer lane, Wine Merchant. Pet Dac 4. 
at 1 
wa ted twa, Moorgate st, Accountant, Pet Marl3. Spring-Rice. 
27 at 
Valentine, ‘William Jones, Fenchurch st, Foreign Banker. Pet Mar 13. 
Rice. April r at 11 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Bay,C 86S 


Tren, V0." V.C. Samy 


» Builth, Brecon, Tailor. Pet Mar12. Talbot. New- 


town, Mar 29 at 11 


Berley, William Henry, and Charles Henry Kenyon, Pendleton, 


ee Plasterers. Pet Mar12. Hulton. Salford, Mar 27 at 

etsy, Matthias Percy, Kingston-upon-Huall, Pasiee Merchant. 
Pet Mar 13, Rollit. Kingston-upon-Hull, Mar 26 at 3 

gs, Haber lackbrn, Plumber, Pet Mar 12, Bolton. Blackburn, 


= mat, & jan, Derby, Photographer. Pet Mar 11. Weller. 
yy, Mar 2 
Uist, John, Tattlesden, oe, Farmer, Pat Marill. Oollins. Bury 
Edmunds, April } at 
MeConnell, a Bolton, Ale Dealer, Pet Mar 11. Holden. 
Bolton, Mar 2 

Tennant, 


Jak Samuel, Goldenhit, Stafford, Farmer. Pet Mar 11. 
a ee Willan, wentegen, Hosier, Pet Marll. Cole, Birm'ng- 


saith, neon i Siefield, Steel Converter. Pet Mar4, Wake. 
Sheffield, a 25 atl 

Sevenson, yy Bradior, Provision Merchant. Pet Mar 5. Robinson. 
Bradford. Mar 


Walls, Isaac ody Knighton, caeemen, Commercial Traveller. Pet 
=Mar 12, Ingram. Leicester, Mar 26 at 1 
Torspay, Mar. 19, 1878. 


Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must sree their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 


urrender in London. 
a, William, Chureh st, Chelsea. Pet Mar 15. Keene, Mar 
, George William, ey Town rd, Tripe Dresser. Pet 


Marl. Murray. oo 10 at 
Surrender a the Country. 


eee 


Camberland, William Yo and Waler Gaulth, Braaford, Porter 
. BStockton-on- 
T nr Seen Commission Agent. 
Lees, Daniel, Wigan, lronmonger, Mar it 
Leicester, Ape atl 
Pet Mar 12. Robinson. 


ante. PetMaril5. Robinson, Bradford, April 2 at 1 
@hbons, Ti William Henry, Merth Ormecty, Fc York, Builder. Pet Mar 13. 
a Trafford, 

Pet Mar 15. Hulton. Salford, April 3 at 
= Te Woodoook. Wigan 
Nogent, Sir Charles, Market Harborough, Bart, PetMar 14. Ingram. 

Roberts, Joh eas Be Bradierd, Coal Merchant. 

pril 
n,Jeines | Puna, Bolton, Lessee ofa Thoatre. Pot Mar 15, Holden 
, 


= 


aay nih ANNULLED, 

RIDAY, Mar, . 

Bey Oneapaite Commorcial Clerk. 
Oldman, Bkirbeok, Lincoln, Farmer. 


lon pees Denbigh, Iron Master, Jan 28 


Toumapay, Maroh 19, 1878, 
Now Bromlor » Tavern Keeper, Mar 5 
1, Bookbiuder, 


» William, N 


3, Richard, Merthyr Tyd Mar 13 





Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Farar, Mar. 15, 1878, 


ae Abraham, Batley, Yi Mungo Merchant. 
y of Wooler, Exchange bulléinee, escensiccacs 
ean, 11:30 at the Royal Hotel, Chaves Sareaiey 
a at the Chur 
aad oe, ;barndiey st, Barnsley. Marshall 
ig, Richard, H Devon, Grocer. Rng 27 2 
Caails Hotel, Gunde, Enter Peal, coer 
Atkins, William, Tengeesy Dans, Farmer. Mar 28 at 2 at the 
piers Bowl, Shirle , nang ery Mar 26 offices 
jaker, rown rley. 
aC ty — ap erten 
ncis, Ikeston, y: 27 at I2at 
Mn ny Ty ae 
er, Thomas, Dar’ rocer. lat il at 
5 uous t Flessast, Bilston. shire, Buon ee 
er. je, Che amber. Mar 29 at3 
th, Hyde ns, Bye ' z a 
am, out business. 
offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham ee ee 
Beamont, Alfred, Tue Brook, nr Liverpool, Book Keeper. April 2 at$ 
Connor, Ranelagh st, Liverpool. Nordon and Mason, 


Liverpoo! 

Behmber, Augustus, Chippenham terrace, Paddington, W; 
Maker. Mar 25 at 2 at offices of Rae, Mincing lane ares 

Bell, Errington, ard Thomas Bell, South Shields, Glass Manu- 
a ae okay at ft offices of Hoyle and Co, Collingwood st , 

ew 

Bell, George Crooks, High st, Stoke Mectagion, Irommonger. Mar 25 

noone Sette toed Grong, al, Eat 
eynon, C! uay, Brist ing house Kee; Mar 
wi at ~~ od ~~ ee wast, Bristol = - 

\worth, John, The Thrupp, Gloucester, Innkeeper. Mar 27 

at offices of Jackson. Lcndon gt Stroud _ 

Bowen, Samuel, Birmingham, Glass Manufacturer. Mar 26 at 12 at 

2 offices of Hodgron and High, Waterlo ~ B 
roadgate, Ann, Newcastle-under- kee Mar 26 

2 at offices of ——_. fr: atin ies aan 
roadway, George Thoma: Confectioner. April3 
at ll at _ of Williams, Silver st, Lincoln 

Bucknall, Ephraim, Willeahal!, Trunk Lock Manufacturer. Mar 29 
at 11 at offices of Clark, New 1d, Willenhall 

Burton, Robert, Heaton, Nort humberland, out of business. Mar 27 at 
2 at offices of Turner, Grainger st, yeni 

Bussell, Thomas Price, Liantrissaint, Glamorgan, Farmer. Mar30 at 
2 at offices of Jones, Philharmonic chambers, St Mary st, 

Clarke, John, Manchester, Draper. April2 at 3 at pans of Cobbett 
and Co, Brown st, Manchester 

Clayton, Char’es Simeon, Barrow-in-Furness, Grocer. Mar 28 at 11 
= the Imperial Hotel, Barrow-in-Farness. Sims, Barrow-in- 

urness 

Cox, George, Cotham, Bristo!, Coal Dealer. Mar 27 at 12 at offices of 
Benson, Broad st, Bristol 

Coxal!l, John, Mortimer rd, Kingsland, Grocer. Mar 23 at 3 at offices 
of Scott ard Barham, King st, Cheapside 

Craddock, James, Five beat Stafford, Batcher. Mar 30 at 12 at offices 
of Baker, Bridge st, Walsall 

Dakio, Thomas William, Derby, Shoemaker. Mar 29 at 3 at offices of 
Briggs, Amen alley, Derby 

Davies, James, Pwiltrap, Gaetan, Tailor. Mar 25 at 1 at offices 
of Morris and Morris, Quay st, Carmarthen 

Davies, Thomas, Hopkinstown, Pont ad, Contractor. Mar 29 at 

B 12. ~y at Ms of —— a a Bee ag J 
eer, Alfred James, Russell at, Bermondsey, House Manager. 
April 2 at 3 at offices of Stubbs, John st, Bedford row 

Dowse, William, Loath, Lincola, Fancy Hosier. Mar 29 at 12.30 at 
offices of Falkner and Owen, Eastgate, Louth 

Duncan, Alexander, Bzistol, Baker. Mar 25 at 11 at offices of Pité, 
Broad s' ang 

Eaton, William Knott, Mellis. Suffolk, Farmer. Mar 29 at 2 at the 
King’s Head Hotel, Diss. Jecnings, Ipswich 


Edwards, John, and Walter Wylie, Liv Insurance Agents. 
ee Se S Saas and Co, orth John st, Liverpool. 
race, Liverpool 

Ely, Mary Emma, and Betssxy Ann Ely, Grimsby, Fancy 
Npalees, ‘Mar ot at bat emacs ef Masoa, Vuterts chase, Goat 


Grimsb 

Evans, Thomas Charles, Da*tmouth, Ship Chandler. Mar 26 at 12 at 
offices of Standury, Princess sq, Plymouth 

Ferriby, Reuben, South Kelsey, Lincoln, Coal Desler, Mar 27 at 11 at 

offices of Page and ey -_ st, Market Rasen 
Fertig, Frank, Wisbech, Ca Tobacconist. Mar 36 at] at 
Cae ne and narver, resham buildings, Basiaghall st. 
, isdech 

Fisher, Henry Tennison, Fleet st, Ir mger, April l2at 3 at offices 
of Lawrance and Co, Old Jewry chambers 

Fowell, George, Wednesbury, Butoher, Mar28 at 10.90 at offices of 
Sheldon, High st, Wednesbury 

be ames, Dalton-in-Furness, Tea Dealer. Mar 23 at 2 at the 

ellington Hotel, Dalton-ic-Furness. Nalder and Sanders, Barrow. 


oieaion 
Geodman, Thomas, jun, Addlestone, Surrey, Plumber, April 2 at $ 
at offices of Jenkina, Tavistock st, Strand 
Gorton saa, Gta, Worcester, Miner, Mar 33 at 1! at odfices of 


lane, 
ork, . Mar 28 at 330 at the Black 





Batley, 
roger. Willa $ es, Neath, Glam nme. Mar 36 at 2 at 
% ‘a 
Harkness, Wiltiae Th hes y SWesee laos, Lghterman, April 4 
“a Thorre ry 
at 4 at offices of Denny, : 
bes Grog, Ea 24 oem of Dinghany 


Albion chambers, Broad +t 
Harvey, Richard, Madely Sabep, Grover. Mar 22 atl at odiees ef BAe 
lake, Chapel house, Webiingtoa 
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Head Charles, Christehurch, Hants, Shoemaker. April 2 at 
sig6 at offece of Kemp and Co, St Thomas sq, Salisbury. Sharp, 
urch 


Hoon William, Derby, Linen Draper. Mar 29 at 3 at 8, York 
ter, M . Derby 

Hitlge, George, Torquay, Fancy Draper. Mar 29 at 11 at 145, Cheap- 
side. lyn, Newton A 

Bolaeach, Themes. Erdington, Warwick, Baker. Mar 28 at 2.30 at 

Temple st, Birmingham 
ppenra 1, Bserhouse Keeper, Mar 27 at 2 
the Raglen Hotel, W' 


est Hi 
Horsfield, Joel, Masbrough, York, Corn Miller. Mar 27 at 11 at offices 
Binney effield 


of and Sons, Queen st, Sh 
Hont, Joseph, Normantcn, York, Bootmaker. Mar 29 at 2 at offices of 
Ki 


‘aberry, tleford 
Hyatt, Arthur, Copenhagen st, Islington, Corn Deeler. Mar 22 at 4 at 
offices of Wetherfield, Gresham buildings, Guildhall 
Irving, Isazc, Cleator Moor, Cumberland, Grocer. Mar 29 at 2 at 
offices of Mason, Duke st, Whitehaven 
Izod, Edmund Charles, Cambridge rd, Hackney, Rent Collector. Maer 
28 at 4 at 260, Bethnal greenrd. Pitfield, Gray’s inn sq 
Jarvis, John James, on —. — Fi . Mar 28 at 10.30 
at the Bear Hotel, Devizes. on, Pewsey 
Jones, Thomas, Abertillery, Mon, Contractor. Mar 26 at ll at the 
Station Hote!, Abertillery. Morgan, Pontypool 
Keeley, James Frederick, Marchester, Auctioneer. April 4 at3 at 
Offices of Stead, Eesex st, Manchester ; fe 
King, Robert Walter, Leadenhall st. Tobacconist. April’ 2 at 2 at offices 
of Brighten and Parker, Bishopsgate st without. Norman, 
Bishopsgate st without 
Knowles, James, Kington, Hereford, Shoemaker. Mar 28 at 11 at 
offices of Bodenham and Temple, Kington 
Larratt, Thomas, Maxey, Northampton, Butcher. Mar 29 at 11 at 
offices of Gaches, Cathedral gateway, Peterborough 
Lawrence, Willism Scott, Bristol, Plumber, Mar 26 at 12 at offices of 
Plummey, Bristol chambers, Nicholas st, Bristol 
Linforth, Isabella, Coleshill, Warwick, Carrier. Mar 27 at 11 at 
offices of Blewitt, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
Lingard, John, Great Grimsby, Grocer. Mar 28 at 3 at offices of 
Mason, Victoria st south, Great Gri y 
Lloyd, Francis, Wednesbury, Victualler. Mur 29 at 10.15 at offces of 
Sheldon, High st, Wednesbury 
, Thomas Rosendale, Faversham, Kent, Plumber. April 5 at3 
at offices of Stopher, Coleman st ‘ 
Lowe, Thomas, Warrington, Lancashire, Brass Founder. Mar 29 at 3 
at offices of Davies and Co, Market place, Warrington 
ackie, Mary, Sunderland, Hosier. Mar 26 at 3 at office of Bell, 
Lambton st, Sunderland 
Manley, Anthony, Wear Chare, Bishop Auckland, Innkeeper, Mar 27 
at 3 at offices of Salkeld, Elvet bridge, Durham 
Marshall, Henry, Salford, Beerhouse Keener. April 2 at 3 at offices 
of Marriott and Woodall, Norfolk st, Manchester 
Marshall, William, Liverpcol, Timber Merchant. Mar 28 at 3 at offices 
of Francis and Co, Cook st, Liverpool 
Metcalf, as yo dh — Builder. Mar 28 at 3 at offices of Hardwick, 
st, s 
McGuinness, William Henry, Bristol, Pawnbroker. Mar 29 at 2 at 
offices of Ward, Albion chambers, Bristol 
Moore, James Richard, Forest hill, Kent, Keeper of a Fancy Reposi- 
tory. April 2 at 3 at the Masons’ Hail Tavern, Basinghali st. Kum- 
ney, Enfield 
Morgan, David, Llandovery, Carmarthen, Hors3 Dealer. Mar 30 at 
{1 at offces of Hartland and Co, Ratiand st, Swansea 
+ Margaret, East Dean, G'oucester, out of business. Mar 28 at 
3.30 at the Lion Hotel, Cinderford. Jackson, Strond 
Musgrave, Clitsome, Creech St. Michael, Somerset, Farmer. Mar 27at 
12, at cffices of Taunton, High st, Taunton 
Nash, Albert, Old Kent rd, Grceer. April 2 at 2at 156, Old Kent rd. 
Hortin, Edgware rd, Hyde park 
Odell, William, Dalby st, Kentish Town, Carman. Mar 23 at 11 at 178, 
Fleet st. Johnson, Arundel st, Strand 
Page, Silvester, Leverton st, Kentish Town, and John Loveland, 
Pickering place, Bayswater, Coach Maker, Mar 23 at 2 at offices 
of Hardwick and Jones, Old Broad st 
Parkinson, Willism, Prestcn, Lancashire, Vocalist. Mar 28 at 3 at the 
aoe Arms Hotel, F ishergaze, Preston. Forshaw end Parker, Pres- 
n 


Pepper, Joseph, Enfield, Licensed Victualler. Mar 25 at 10 at offices 
of Coker, Cheapside. Cordwell and Scott, Moorgate st 

Phillips, James, Preston. Lancashire, Earthenware Dealer. April 2 at 
2 at the Crewe Arms Hotel, Crewe. Blackhurst, Preston 

Pilley, Will'am Francis, Bri¢port, Dorset, Ironmonger. Mar 28 at 12 
at offices of Grundy, Bridport. Lock and Son 

Poole, Horace, Newcastic st, Strand, Waste Papsr Dealer, Mar 23 at 
12 at offces of Willis, Bt. Martin’s court, Leicester eq 

Pousty, William, Christchurch, Southampton, Photographer, April 1 
at 12 at offees of Bharp, Christchurch 

Powell, Samuel, Sutton, Surrey, Glass Surgical Instrument Maker. 

and Co, Bucklersbury. Crook and 


Mar % at 3 at offices of Good 
Phew % “4 na, Grocer. Mar 26 at 11 at offices of Rooke, 
on, Prederick, Brownhil's, Stafford, Batcher, 
jee Sener igh 1h * 3, utcher, Mar 29 at 11 at 
iw, John, Carlton Ironworks, pr Stockton-on-Tees, 1 5 
Mar 29st 11 st offices of and Co, Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees 
Richardson, George, Pendleton hire, Provision April 
2 at 2 at officer of Nuitsil and Bon, John Dalton st, M 
Richardson, Themas, and Ariher Osborne, &kelton, 
Mar 27 at % at  fhees of Draper, Finkle st, Stock eq 
Kiley, Sohn, Ukeston, Derby, Boot and Shoe Moker, Mar 29 at 11 at 
pid Of Mevermon, Weekday eros, Nottingham 
Robineon, Albert ue, ond Shires Mega, Leeds, tronmongers, 
,- = her at teat Railway Station Hotel, Leeds, 
, Fon, Brotton, York, Grocer. April 4 at 10 at offices of 


Abcharch-chambers 
Thema 
Sih, Birmi 


Budd, John, South Shielés, Grocer. Mar 30 at 10, at offices of Bisir, 
King st, South Shields 


» Thomas, Stanhope, Durham, Builder. Mar 27 at 1 @ 
offices of Brignall, Saddler st, Durham 
Shaw, John, Slaithwaite, Huddersfield, Butcher. Mar 29 at 3 at offiog 
of Ainley, Ni Haddersfie 
Sidderley, — Lancashire, Grocer. April 2 at 3 at offices 
of Brown and Ainsworth, St Petersgate, Stock 
Smith, Henry Hay, Leeds, Canvas Manufacturer. Mar 28 at 2 at the 
Queen’s Hotel, Wellington st, Leeds. Rider 
Smith, John, Houlsyke, York, Farmer. Mar 28 at 1 at offices of Gare 
butt and Fawcett, Yarm, York. Goodwin 
Smith, Joseph, East Bridgford, Nottingham, Hay Dealer. April 4 9% 
11 at offices of Belk, Middle pavement, Nottingham 
aso ar 28 at 12 at offloss 
ry, Whi st, Boar lane, Leeds 
Spittle, Mark, jan, Aston, Stafford, Mcchanic. Mar 29 at 11 at offices 
of Fowke, Anne st, Birmingham 
Strong, William, Coventry, Trimming Manufacturer. Mar 27 at 2 at 
offices of Minster, Trinity churchyard, Coventry 
Taylor, Richard, Congleton, Cheshire, Innkeeper. Mar 27 at 1) at 
offices of Cooper, Townhall chambers, Congleton 
Tilfourd, Alfred Thomas, Handsworth, Stafford, Commission Agent, 
Mar 27 at 11 at offices of Travis, Church st, Tipton 
Tomlinson, John, Leicester, Detective. April 1 at 12 at offices of 
Wright, Belvoir st, Leicester 
Tucker, Thomas, Bordesley, Birmingham, Butcher, Mar 29 at 3 at 
the Union Hotel, Birmingham. Assinder 
Turner, Charles Frederick, Ryde, I.W., Stationer. April 3 at 2 at the 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Kimber and Co 
Virtue, John, Fenwick grove, East Dulwich, Commercial Clerk. April 
2at : at offices of Morley and Shirreff, Palmerston buildinge, Old 
Broad st 
Wa ker, Hannab, Macclesfield, Beerseller. Mar 27 at 3 at the Pack 
Horse Hotel, Jordangate, Macclesfield. Parrott, Macclesfield 
Wallace, Thomas, Princes st, Leicester sq, Licensed Victualler. Mar 
22 at 3 at 37, Bedford row. Marshall 
Ward, Abraham, Birmingham, Jeweller. Mar 29 at 3 at offices of 
Wright and Marshall, Townhall chambers, Birmingham 
Ward, James Basnett, Hill st, Walworth, Advertising Agent. Mar 2% 
at 4 at offices of Wetherfield, Gresham buildings 
Watson, Richard, Patrington, Huven-in-Holderness, York, Grocer, 
Mar 26 at 1 at offices of Watson and Son, Parliament st, Hull 
Wells, William Armantage, Biggleswade, Bedford, Furniture Dealer, 
Mar 28 at 3 at the Swan Hotel, Biggleswade. Nicholson, Biggles- 


wa 
West, Emmenuel, Bridge st, Northampton, Ironmonger. Mar 29 at 
11 at offices of Jeffery, Market sq, Northampton 
West'ake, Thomas Webber, Cardiff, Wheelwright. Mar 28 at 11 at 
offices of Morgan and €cott, High st, Cardiff 
Weston, Robert, Leicester, out of business. Mar 28 at 11 at offices of 
Shires, Market st, Leicester 
Wheen, Edwin, Barnsley, York, Warehouseman. Mar 39 at 10 at 
offices of Gray, Eastgate, Barnsley 
Wherly, ‘Silvester Gregory, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Wholesale Grocer, 
Mar 29 at 2 at offices of Chartres and Co, Grainger st west, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne 
White, Edward Thomas, Wraxall, Somerset, Beerhouse" Keeper. Mar 
27 at 12.30 at the Angel Hotel, Castle Carey, Somerset, Davies, 
Sherborne, Dorset 
Whittaker, James, Edenfield, Lancashire, Innkeeper, April! at 3 at 
offices of Watson Broad st, Bury 
Williams, Charles, Birmingham, Leather Factor. April 5 at 3 at offices 
of Rowlands and Bagnall, Colmore row, Birmingham 
Williamson, John, Wilmslow, Cheshire, Plumber. Mar 26 at 3 at 
¢ffices of Sampson, South King st, Manchester 
Willis, Henry, Samuel Tomkins, and Samuel Leith Tomkins, Lombard 
st, Bankers. April 1! at 12 at the Cannon st Hotel, Cannon st 
Lawrance and Co, Old Jewry chambers 
Wills, Hannah, Hulme, Manchester. Mar 27 at 11 at offices of Samp- 
eon, South King st, Manchester 
Witherby, Richard, Blackheath, of no occupation, April 3 at 3 at 
offices of Crump and Son, Philpot lane 
Woolner, Thomas Broom, Ipswich, Ooach Broker. Mar 29 at 3 at 
Pearce’s Rooms, Princes st, Icswich. Hill, Ip wich 
Worsnop, George, Bradford, Mason. Mar 28 at 11 at offices of Greaves 
and Taylor, Broad st, Cheapside, Bradford 
Zielinsky, Adam, Commercial st, Whitechapel, Jeweller. Mar 28 at 3 
at offices of Kisch and Co, Chancery lane 
Tourspay, Mar. 19, 1878. 
Adams, Samuel, Lincoln’s inn fields,{no occupation. Mar 30 at 8 at 
20, Lincoln’sinn fields. Hope and Co, Euston rd 
Akers, Edward, Dunfield, Glouces'er, Cora Dealer. Mar 29 at 208 
offices of Kinneir and Tombs, High st, Swindon 
Avery, Thomas, Thame, Oxford, Cabinet Maker. April 1 at 3 at offlees 
of Reader, Gray’s inn sq 
Axten, Edmund, Gloucester, Architect, Mar 27 at 3 ab offices of 
, St John’s lane, Gloucester 
Bat sey William, and Thomas Davison Batley, Laisterdyke, or Brad- 
ford, Builders, April 3 at 3 at offices of Watson and Dickons, View 
toria chambers, Market st, Bradford 
Beavan, James kaward, Kast Harnham, Wilte, Manure Merchant 
Mar 19 at 12 at offices of Nodder, City chambers, Salisbury 
Bell, Thomas Cuthbert, South Shields, Grocer, April 2 at 3 at offices 
of Young, King st, South Shicids 
, Dan Fletcher, Darlingtov, Grocer. April 3at 11 at offices of 
Wooler. Priestgate, Darlington 
Billeiiff, Joshua, Baticy, York, Biockemith, Mar 20 at 10,20 at offices 
of h and Son, Hanover st, Batley. Watts and Son, Batley 
Birdsall, Jacob, and Samuel Birdeall, Bradford, Jewoilers, Mar 28 at 
i r a caine of Watson and Dickons, Victoria chambers, Market st, 
ta 
Banwoll, Somerset, Mason, April 4 at 2 at offices of 
Glyde, John st, Bristol 
Blunt, Joba, Ha bened, Linco'n, Grover, April 0 att at the Went- 
wo ote), Peterborough. en, Whittiess 
Blythe, Thomas, Cov Grocer. April 1 at dat the Castle Hotel 





Rrra 
Beliringer, High st, Stockton-on-T ees 


roadgate, Coventry. Minster, Coventry 
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Bath 
ccker. ‘Mat’ 30 at 11 at offices of 


Broad st, Bristol. Searle 


Richard, Shaftesbury, Licensed Victualler. A) 2 
at? at the Bull Hotel, Salisbury. weetiand, Moorgate st its 


Headon, Nottingham, Farmer. Mar 28 at 11 at offices 
and Co, Chapel gate, East Retford. Metcalfe, East 


William Madden, and Edward Parker Dunn, Commercial st, 
W pel, Cork Merchants. April 5 at 1 at the Guildhall Tavern, 


. 


f 


Gresham st. French, Crutched Friars 
mp Fees ’ - rr Tailor. Mar 30 at 1 at offices of Hughes, 
verpo: 
cn, George, Birkenhead, Cork Manufacturer. April 1 at 3 at 
offices of Thompson, Hamilton st, Birkenhead 
(ox, Edmund, end Charles 7, Cox, London st, Paddington, 
Ballers. Pau 5 at 3 at the Guildhall Tavern,Gresham st. Young, 
(os, William it Orton, Builder. April 3 at 11 at offices of Mal- 
st, Oxfoi 
Boon William Henry, Camborne, Cornwall, Saddler. Mar 28 at 3 at 
offices of Trevens, St Mary st, Cardiff 
OQnthill, Aubrey Richard, Union court, Old Broad st, Insurance Brokers. 


8 at 3 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Bradley, Mark 


Onttell, Thomas, Leeds, out of business. Mar 30 at 11 at offices of 
Pullan, Bank mbers, Park row, Leeds 

Dann, James, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer. April 3at3 at offices of 
Harvey, Selborne buildings, Millstone lane, Leicester 

, John, Deri, Glamorgan, Grocer. Mar 30 at 12 at offices of 
Beddoe, Victoria st, Merthyr Tydfil 

4 Samuel, Leamington, Market Gardener. April 1 at 3 at offices 
right and Hassall, Dormer places, Leamington 

Felgate, Heber, Stowmarket, Suffuls, Grocer. April 8 at 1! at offices 
of Gudgeon, Bary st, Stowmarket , 

Puller, William, East Dereham, No:f lk, Coach Builder. April 1 at 
11,0 at cffices of Culley and Co, Queenst, Norwich. Saunders, East 


m 

Gardner, Henry, Hucclecote, Gloucester, out of business. Mar 26 at 
Sat offices of Haines, St John’s lane, Gloucester 

Garforth, Charles, Dukinfield, Cheshire, Engineer. April 10 at 3 at 
offices of Coate*, Old st, Asht.n-under-Lyno 

Garner, Eben-zer Coster, Harston, Cambridge, Butcher. April3 at 3 
atoffices of French, St Andrew’s hi'l, Cambridge 

Gartside, Amos, Rochdale, Wheelwright. April 3 at3 at the Red Lion 
Hotel, Rochdale. Whitehead, Rochdale 

George, Edward, Oswestr MA Salop, Bootmaker. April | at 3 at the 
Public Hall, Oswestry. inshvli and Jones, Oswes*ry 

Gibbs, Albert, Birmingham, Currier, Mar 29 at 3 at the Great 
Western Hotel, Monmouth st, Birmingham, Sargent and Son, 
Birmingham 

@ bbs, Jamcs Burgess, Canning town, Essex, Grocer. April 2 at 2 at 
offices of Aird, Eastcheap 

Gillett, J. hn, Clayton-le-Moors, Lancashire, Grocer. April 2 at 3 at 
ofces of Tiplady, Tackett’s st, Blackburn. Polding, Blackburn 

Gowland, Josepb, and Stephen Gowlland, S:ockwell rd, Lambeth, 
Provision Merchants. Mar 28 at 12 at 31, Maiden lane, Covent 
garden, Button and Co, Henrietta st, Covent garden 

Greatorex, Frederic, Bristol, Hosier. Mar 29 at 2 at 145, Cheapside. 
Essery, Br'stol 

Greaves, Wallace, Manchester, Dyer. April 4 at 3 at offices of Sale 
and Co, Booth st, Manchester 

Green, Samuel James, Westminster bridge rd, Tobacconist. Mar 27 at 
10 at the Guildhall Tavern, Grisham st. Hicks, Glcbe rd, Mile Eed 

Greenbank, William, Manchester, Licinsed Victualler, Mar 23 at 11 
at offices of Sampson, South King st, Manchester 

Greenwood, Alfre’, Queensbury, Bradford, Bootmaker. April 3at1l 
atthe Piece Hall chambere, Bank st, Bradford. Haigh 

8, John, Morriston, Glamorgan, Tin Piste Box Manufacturer. 

Mar 28 at 11 at offices of Hartland and Co, Rutland st, Swansea 

Hainsworth, Lot, Bradford, Plasterer, Mar 29 at il at o2ices of 
Singleton, Bradford 

Hands, William, Fenny Stratford, Buckingham, Miller. April 1 at 12 
:. _ Bletchley Park Hotel, Bletchley. Conquest and Clare, 

fo 


Harvey, Joseph James Nutt, Liverpool, Hatter. April 5 at 3 at offices 
of Green, iy sq, Liverpool 
Head, George, Tongham, Surrey, Nurseryman. Muar 29 at J2at the 
Courity and Boroagh Halls, Guildford. “Geach, Guildford 
Bill, Samuel John, Trowbridge, Wilts, Palliasse Maker. Mar 97 at 12 
at offices of Rodway, Fore st, Trowbridge 
Holcombe, Charles James, Exster, Baker. April3 at at offices of 
Campion, Bedford circus, Exe'er 
es, Hugh, Abergele, Denbigh, Draper, April4 at 12 at the 
a Inn, Chester. Davies, Holywell 
Jackson, John, Sutton, nr Macclesfield, Innkeeper. Mar 380 at 1) at 
the Hote', Market place, Macclesfield, Parrott and Co 
Jacob, Joseph William, Hackney rd, Boot Manufacturer, April! at 3 
at offices of Lumley and Lumiey, Old Jewry chambers 
om James, eng apg” teat Grocer, Mar 30 at 12 at offices of 
r, J 


Pr) ace, 
Jenkins, John Benjamin, Pontypridd, Timber Merchant, April 2at 12 
At offices of Thomas, Church st, Pontypridd 
» William, Heekmondwike, York, Photographer. Mar 30 at 
10.30 at offices of [bberson, Bank buildings, Hookmondwike 
Tones, Tony, Carmarthen, karthonware Dealer, April 1 at 3 at the 
Vine Hote), Salter st, Stafford. Griffitha, Carmarthen 
Jones, William, Boothroydon, Lancashire, Builder, April 6 at 3 at 
the Mitre Hotel, Cathedral gates, Manchester. Leach, Manchester 
» George Randall, Ponsara terrace, nr Manchester, April 3 
at 1) at offices of Lowndes, Bridge st, Manchester 
Kimpton, James, St Loonard's-on-Sea, t Hanger, April 2 at lat 
13, Sherborne lane, Savery, Hastings 
ard rd, Peckham, Boot Manufacturer, April 2 at 3 at 


Zi 





? 





= Southwick, Sussex, Coast Guard Pensioner. Mar 29 at 3 at 


=e Wil Middle Fi hig 

Thomas, s Draper. Mar 29 at 2 at 

Phillips, Corn st, Bristol. Brittan and Co, Bristol ve 
Long, James, Dewsbury, York, Grocer. April 2 at 3 at officcs of 


Ibberson, Dewsbury 
Longbottom, Hugh Loughton, Tuxford, Nottingham, Miller. Mar 29 
at 11 at offices of Marshall and Co, Chapel gate, East Retford. Mete 
calfe, East Retford 
Lord, Henry Gibson, Palmerston buildings, Old Broad st, Merchart. 
April 1 at 2 at offices of Andrews and Mason, Ironmonger lane. 
Hendriks, New Cavendish st, Portland place 
Machin, Robert, Nottingham, Grocer. April 2 at 12 atthe Flying 
Horse Hotel, No:tingham. Thorpe and Thorpe, Nottiaghan 
Mansfield, Sigmund, Mark lane, Merchant. April 3 at 12 at offices of 
Crump and Son, Philpot lane 
Mason, William, Tyne Dock, Durham, Grocer. April 1 at 3 at offices 
of Pinkney, John st, Sunderland 
Mason, William, Balham, Surrey, Grocer. April 2atlat the Gnild- 
hall Coffee House. Walter and Durham, Kingston-npon-Thames 
Maycock, William, Leicester, Loom Builder. April 1 at 3 at offices of 
Wright, Belvoir st, Leicester 
Mclean, Murdoch, Cardiff, Draper. Mar 20 at 10.30 at offices of Jones, 
Philharmonic chambers, St Macy st, Cardiff 
Mendoza, Lazsrus, Brick lane, Spitalfields, Leather Dealer. Mar 28 
at 3 ut offices of Barnett, Palmerston buildings, Old Broad st 
Mercer, Henry Wreight, Wickling, Kent, Blacksmith. April 2 at lat 
the Crown and Anchor Inn, The Mall, Preston-next-Faversham. 
Gibson, Sittingbourne 
Millett, Robert, Buxton, Derby, Joiner. April 11 at 2 at offices of 
Hampson, King st, Manchester 
Minty, Harry Wilton, Bride st, Barnsbury, Retired Assistant-Pay- 
master in the R.N. April 2 at 2 at offices of Noon and Clarke, Blom- 
field st 
Murphy, William, Manchester, Boot Maker. April 1 at 3 at offices of 
Sutton and Ejliott, Fountain st, Manchester 
Myers, Lewis Heary, Chippenham rd, Harrow rd, Paper Dealer. Mar 
29 at 3 at offices of Cooper, Chancery lane 
O'Connell, Richard, Birmiagham, Saw Mill Proprietor. Mar 29 at 3 
at offices of Rowlands, Corporation chambers, Ann st, Birmingham 
Padwick, Wiliam, Worthing, Fancy Draper. Mar 29 at 2 at offices of 
Edmonds and Co, Unicn st, Ship st, Brighton. Biake and Reed, 
Portsea 
Parle, John, and James Yeadon, Liverpool, Packing Case Mekers. 
April 2 at 2 at offices of Evans and Lockett, Commercial chambers, 
Lord st, Liverpoo! 
Paul, Thomas, and James Miller, Leeds, Leather Merchants. Mar 29 
at 11.30 at offices of Pa'lan, Bank chambers, Park réw, Leeds 
Pavier, Thomas, Royal Leamington Spa, Warwick, Tailor. April 4 at 
11 at offices of Blake~, Church ter, Leamiagton Priors 
Pearce, Abrahan, Liverpool, Boot Maker. Ap:il 4at 2 at offices of 
Hughes, Lerd st, Liverpool 
Peek, Charle:, Aberdare, Fruiterer. April 1 at 11 at offices of Phillips, 
Cannon st, Aberdare 
Pritchard, John, Shrew bury, Idakeeper. Mar 28 at 2 at offices of 
Edwards, Pride hil, Shrewsbary 
Ralphs, Thomas, Hanley, Grocer. Mar 29 at 3 at the Copeland Arms 
Hotel, Stoke-upon-Trant. Ashmall, Hanley 
Rawnsley, John, jan, Bradford, Worsted Manufactarer. April2 at $ 
at offices of Watson and Dickons, Vietoria chambers, ket st, 
Bradford_ 
Reed, Samuél, Greenwich, Undertaker. April 4 at 3 al offices of Mar- 
chant and Purvis, High st, Deptford 
Reed, William, West Hartiep»0l, Weo len Draper, April 3 at 11 at 
offices of Todd, Church st, West Hartlepool 
Reynolds, Isaac, jan, Bredfel4, Suffolk, Iankeeper, April2 at 12 at 
offices of Pollard, St Lawrence? st, Ipswich 
Richards, John, Absravon, Glamorgan, Grocer. Mar 22 at 3 at offices 
of Tennant anil Jones, Aderavon 
Richards, John Allao, Ellesmere, Salop, Innkeeper. Aprillat 11 at 
the Bridgwater Arms Hotel, Eltesmere. Giles 
Rishton, Robert, Kidderminster, Licensed Victualler, Mar 28 at $ at 
offices of Talbot, Church s', Kidderminster 
Roberts, Edward, Lianetiy, tishkmonger, Mar 30 at 11 at offices of 
Howell, Steprey st, Lianelly 
Roberts, Josep», Normanton, York, Grocer, April 2 at 2 at offices of 
Marks, Townhall chambers, King st, Wakefield 
Robinson, Alfred Kidd, and Henry Shires Maggi, Leads, Ironmongers, 
Mar 29 at 2.30 at the Great Northera Railway Station Hotel, Leads. 
Maleoim 
Sabberton, William James, Banner st, St Luke's, Box Manufacturer. 
April 5 at 3 at offices of Bradley, Merk lane 
Scholes, William, Liversedge, York, Card Mwnefacturer. Mar 29 at $ 
at the Victoria Hotel, Bradford. Wavell and Co 
Shaw, Elijah, Barnsley, Restaurant Proprietor. April [1 at 4 ab 
offices of Ridea!, Chronicle chambers, Pits st, Barnsley 
Shipway, Reuben, Greet, Worcester, Builder, Maer 30 at 11 at offices 
of. Smith, Temple st, Burmingham 
Smart, William, and Samuel Smart, Dadley, Boot Dealers. April 3 at 
11 at offices of Tivstey, Priory st, Dadley 
Smith, Edward, Brightoa, Boot Maker, Mar 30 at 11 at the Gaidhal 
Tavern, Gresham st. Goodwie, Brighton 
Smith, Hannah, Great Penton, Staiford, Grocer, Mar 30 at 11 at odfces 
of Tenaant and Co, Cheapside, Hanley 
Smith, John, Barnsley, Draper. April dat li at the Queen's Hotel, 
Leeds. Gray, Barnsley 
Smith, William Heory Wilmer, Birmingham, Leather Merchant. 
Hi 2 at Qat the Queen’s Hotel, Stephenson place, New st, Bir 
mingham, Fitter, Birmingham 
Bolomons, Ieacc, Fieldgate st, Whitechapel, Dealer in Licensed 
Victuallers’ Glasses, Apri! 3 at 3 at offices of Mardon, Moongate st, 
Cattiin, Wormwood st, Od Broad st 
Spratley, John, Soathport, Lancavhire, Boot Maker, Mar 29 at U1 at 
offices of Threlfal, Lon! at, Southport 
Speck, Jacod, New Swindon, Blacksmith, Mar 23 at 2 at offices of 
Boodle: 


t at, New Swindon 
April 2 at 12 at 





age Wor 8h 
bm Parker and Bowman, Victoria house, Trinity st, Soath- 


Squirrel, John Comer, Ipswich, Commission Agent 
otices of Jennings, Lower Brook at, Ipswich 
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tanderwick, Arthur, Salford%Lancashire, Confectioner. April 3 at 11 
. at offices of Whitehead, Brown st, Manchester 
Stephenson, John Howell, Cleethorpes, Lincoln, Pork Butcher. April 
5 at 12 at —- oo — Wintringham, St Mary’s chambers, 
St Ma: ate, Great sby 
Siovens, Tole, Tottenham st, Upper Westbourne park, Baker. Mar 
96 at 2 at offices of Jones, Barnard’s inn, Holborn. Bassett, Bar- 


Sweeting, William, Castleford, York, Grocer. April 2 at 2 at the Com- 
mercial Hotel, Leeds. Kaberry, J 

Taylor, Eunice, ae Cow Keeper. April 2 at 2 at offices of Jones, 

st, Liverpoo! 

Thain, Walter, Gresham place, Fore st, Manufacturer of Braces, April 
4 at 2 at offices of Swaine, Cheapside 

Tomkinson, William, Hanley, out of business. Mar 28 at 4 at the Sea 
Lion Hotel, Hanley 

Towne, Francis, Manor st, Clapham, Builder. April 8 at 3.30 at the 
Station Hotel, Camberwell New rd. Lamb, Reafrew rd, Lower Ken- 
nington lane 

Triggs, Reuben, jun, 
3 at the Masons’ Hal! Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st. Dunn, 
Guildhall cham 

Trowbridge, Edward, Staines, Watchmaker. April 1 at 11 at Bacon’s 


SS 
n the High Court of Justice, Chancery Division.—In the Matter of 
Com ne Acts, 1862 and 1867, and in the Matter of the lange 
Rink Company rere eg Ad Oficial uidator, with 
the approbation of the Master of the Rolls, to whose 
Matters are attached, and with the concurrence of the 
A valuable and highly important Building Site, with vacant posses. 
sion, occupying an bag poset area of 17,000 superficial 
angham 0,000 feet 


East Dulwich, Commercial Traveller. Mar 28 at 


immediately facing the Hotel, Regent-street, 

which are held direct from the Crown, having iat a frontages 

to Regent-street and Riding House-street, with a it of way into 
- Great Portland-street, including the erections thereon, the Portland 
Bazaar, and the stabling. It is believed a much larger area may be 
arranged for by private treaty. The importance of the situation 
cannot be over-estimated. The position is unrivalled for the erection 
of residential chambers, hotel, theatre, club house, public hall, pan- 
technicon, or any other undertaking requiring an extensive area, 
centrally situate in a great West-end thoroughfare, part held {or 
43 years unexpired, and part for 14 years, at £514 per annum. 


Me: BEAL has been fayoured with instructions to 
SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, ia the 
City of London, on WEDNESDAY, APRIL the 17th, at TWELVE for 
ONE o’clock, in one lot, the above valuable and important PROPERTY, 


Hotel, Great Queen st. Reece and Harris, Birmingham Particulars, plans, and conditions of sale may be obtained of 
Turton, Wile niahemion Worcester, Iron Founder. Mar 30 4. A. BROAD, Esq., Official Liquidator, 35, Walbrook, E.C.; 

at 11 at offices of Miller and Oo, Church st, Kidderminster C. H. EDMANDS, Eeq., Solicitor, 37, Bedford-row, W.G. ; 
Valder, Hemy John, Roydon, Norfolk, Officer of Inland Revenue. J.P. PONCIONE, Esq., Solicitor, 5, Raymond-buildings, Gray’, 

April 12 at 2 at the Crown Hotel, Diss. Pollard, Ipswich 


Verey, Edward James, Landport, Hants, Beer Retailer. April 2 at 4 
at offices of King, North st, Portsea 

Verey, Emanuel, Ellesborough, Buckingham, Farmer. April 3 at 3 at 
the King’s Head Inz, Aylesbury. Horwood, Aylesbury 

Walsham, Jesse, Wisbech, Cambridge, Butcher. Mar 29 at 12 at offices 
of Welchman and Carrick, Union place crescent, Wisbech 

Walton, Joseph, Egremont Cumberland, Innkeepe-, April 2 at 12 at 
offices of Atter, New Lowther et, Whitehaven 

Wardle, Francis Lewis, Nottingham, Warehouseman. April 5 at 12 at 
the Assembly Rooms, Low pavement, Nottingham. Martin 
iggington, James, H rd, South Kensington, Provision Merchant, 
Mar 29 at 12 at 17, Newgate st 
ilimore, Alkborough, Lincoln, Grocer. April 2 at 1.30 at the 

rigg. Page, junr., Flaxengate 

Wilson, George, Horninglow, Stafford, Coal Dealer. Mar 27 at 11 at 
Midland Hotel, Burton-on-Trent. Wilson, Burton-on-Trent 

Withnall, George Thomas, Birmingham, Butcher. Mar 30 at 11 at 
offices of Rowlands, Corporation chambers, Ann st, Birmingham 

Wood, Joesph, Shipley, York, Grocer, Mar 28 at 3 at 7, Parkinson’s 
chambers, Market st, Bradford 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guaranteed Pare Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Facalty pronounce it ‘‘ the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage for Breakfa:t, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Invalids aod Children.” 

Highly commended by the entira Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and In REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break- 
fast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTIma A L& VABILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
—— Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 


In tin packets at 1s, 64., 3s., &c., by Chemists and Grocers. 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 
MR, G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 
57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 
Has obtained Her Majesty’s = Patent for his perfectly 
lesa systera of adaptin 
(Prise 3 Medal, London and Paris) 
ARTIFICIAL TEETH sx ATMOSPHERIC PRESSURE. 
Pamphlet Gratis and Post-free. 














KNIGHT’S HILL, NORWOOD, near to STREATHAM-COMMON. 
By order of the Exeeutors of the late H. H, Oannan, Esq.—A first-class 
Freehold Family Residence, with well-matured grounds of upwards 
of an acre; within five minutes’ walk of Lower Norwood Station, 


For sale with 
M ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 

will SELL, at the MART, on TUESDAY, APRIL 9, at TWO, 
the ben | superior FREEHOLD RESIDENCE, K night’s-hi ll-house, 
50m log, 


It is approached through a handsome conservatory near) 
, and ene pre 10 bed chambers, 
room, box room and storage; dining room 27f 


two eens, sets bat 

D te 17ft., drawin; 

room S4ft. by 17f:., brary 26ft, 6 by 17ft,, billiard oon Soh “ 
‘8s room, and the offices 


par sa ee a a 
F 6 grou are 
y , and profusely dressed with fine old shrubs and 
trees. There —- capital pn gt ry one — 6 very Ara 
fruit garden Viner: i too! t 
vo iss. 7 pits, potting ses, and 


a, 


Plea, KEARSEY, SON, & 11 ES, Bolicitors, 35, Old 
. , & HAW iNeitors, 95 ; 
and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. pa ee 


inn, W.C. ; 
at the Mar:; and at the Auctioneer’s offices, 20, Regent-atreet, S.W. 





SPITALFIELDS. 


Valuable Freehold Estates, covering a superficial area of about 73,000 
square feet, abutting on Commercial-street, and within seven 
minutes’ walk of the Broad-street Railway Stations, and 
a gross rental of about £4,500 per annum ; and being unencum 
by leases, early possession may be obtained if desired. 


R. ROBERT REID will SELL, at the MART, 
4) on WEDNESDAY and THURSDAY, 10th and 1ith APRIL 
at ONE for TWO o’clock precisely each day, in 100 Lots, VALUABL: 
FREEHOLD ESTATES, comprising 122 Hou ses, a spacious Chapel, a 
Licensed Public-house, Stabling, and Cow-houses, as hereinaiter 
mentioned. 
FIRST DAY, WEDNESDAY, APRIL 10th. 

1.—Nos. 2 to 21, inclusive, and 26 t2 29, inclusive, Shepherd-street, 
let at rents amounting to £824 17s. per annum,—In 23 Lots. 

2.—Nos. 30, 31, and 32, Shepherd-street, and 12 and 13, Freeman- 
street. Rental £169.—In 3 Lots, 

3.—The “ Duke of Wellington” public-house, No. 33, Shepherd- 
street, at the corner of Butler-street, and commanding Commercial. 
street. Let toa yearly tenant at £60 per annum. 

4.—Nos. 2 to 13, Butler-street. Rental £367 Is.—In 12 Lots. 

5.—Nos. 4, 5, and 6, Tenter-street end No. 1, Butler-strect. 
£115 14s.—In 1 Lot. 

6.—Nos. 7, and 8, Teater-street. Rental £65.—In 2 Lots. 

7.—Nos. 1 to 11, inclusive, and 14to 24, inclusive, Frecman-street. 
Rental £796 38.—In 22 Lots. 


SECOND DAY, THURSDAY, APRIL Iith. 
8.—Nos. 9, 10, 11, and 12, Tenter-street. Rental £93 12s.—In 4 Lots, 
9.—Nos. 1 to 10, inclusive, Palmer-street. Rental £335 8s.—In 10 
10,—Nos. 13 to 16, Tenter-street, inclusive, No. 11, Palmer-strest, 
and No. 16, Tilley-strest. Rental £110 10s.—In 8 Lots. 
11,—Nos. 11, 12, and 13, White’s-row, and No, 37, Shepherd-street. 
Superficial area 2,320 square feet. Rental £154 148.—In i Lot. 
12.—Nos, 34, 35, and 36, Shepherd-street, and No. 14, Batler-street, 
Surerficial area 2,090 square feet. Rental £132 12s,—In 1 Lot. 
13.—Nos. 15 and 16, Butler-street, and extensive stabling and wagon 
one in rear, Superficial area 1,730 square feet. Rental £73 163.—In 
Ot. 
14.—Nos. 9 and 10, White’s-row, and extensive stabling and premises 
in rear. Superficial area 1,640 square feet. Rental £85,—In | Lot. 
15,—A valuable property constracted for a Church, covering the im- 
certene superficial area of 6,500 square feet, and having frontages’ in 
hite’s-row and Butler-street, with possession. 
16.—Valuable Manufactory Premises, No. 8, White's-row. Super. 
ficial area 1,770 equare feet, with possession. 
17.—Nos. 6 and 7, White’s-row, with cow-houses, extensive stabling, 
and spacious standing for carts, &c. Superficial area 3,600 square feet. 
Rental £129 17s,—In 1 Lot. 
18,—Nos. 17 to 20, inclusive, Butler-street. Rental £131 12s,—In 4 


Rental 


19.—No, 5, White’s-row, Rental £79 19s. 
20.—Nos. 21 and 22, Butler-street, and Nos, 1, 2, 3, and 4, Emery’s- 
place. Rental £163 &.—In 1 Lot. 
21.—Nos. 2a, 3, and 4, White’s-row. Rental £162,—In 1 Lot. 
22.—Nos. | and 2, yom ye Ae age Rental £64 78.—In 1 Lot. 
23.—Nos. la, 1, 2, and 3, Tenter-street, Rental £115 is,—In 4 Lots. 
The houses may be viewed by permission of the respective tenants. 
Particulars may be obtained of 
Messrs. HINE, HAYCOCK, & BRIDGMAN, Solicitors, 4, College- 
hill Coapen-stveets BG. 5 
Mr. VingOR BUCKLAND, Land Agent and Surveyor, 06, Cannon: 
street, E.C.; 0 
Mr. BURN, Architect and Surveyor, 1, Doughty-street, W.C. + 


we Mart, E.C.; and of Mr, ROBERT REID, 48, Great Marlborovgh- 
reet, W. 


(THREE YEARS’ PURCHASE.—Cash down is 
ready for invostment, upon this basis, in Legal Partnerships on 
behalf of several highly-qualified parties with capital.—SLaopsy, 











Bon, & Tvanen, 44, Bedford-row, London, W.0, 
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LEGAL & GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


10, FLEET STREET, TEMPLE BAR. 





Trustees, 


Taz Ricut Hon. THE LORD SR LNSLOR. 
Txt Ricxt Hon. LORD HATHERLE 
™, prane Hon. LORD COLERIDGE, Lord Chief 


ice, C.P 
uaizs ‘PARKER DEANE, Esq., Q.C., D.C.L. 


ROBERT BAYLY FOLLETT, Esa., late Taxing 
Master in Chan 


GEORGE BURROW | GREGORY. Ese., M.P. 
WILLIAM WILLIAMS, Ese. 


Directors. 


Tus Hon. SIR JAMES BACON, Vice-Chancellor. 
Tus Ricut Hon. SIR RICHARD BAGGALLAY, Lord 


Justice. 
FREDERICK JOHN BLAKE, Eso. 
WILLIAM THOMAS CARLISLE, Esa. 
J, H. R. CHICHESTER, Esa. 
JOSEPH HENRY DART, Eso. 
J. P. DEANE, Esa., Q.C., D.C.L. 
JOHN P. DE GEX, Esa, Q.C, 
JAMES DICKENSON, Esa., Q.C. 
EDMUND HENRY ELLIS, Esa. 
ROBERT BAYLY FOLLETT, £ea., 
Master in Chancery. 


late Taxing 





BARTLE J. LAURIE FRERE, Esa. 
G. B. GREGORY, Ese., M.P. 

CHARLES HAREISON, Jun., Esa. 

Tue Hon. Mr. Justice 2 LOPES. 

ALFRED MARKBY 

RICHARD MILLS, mae 

HENRY LEIGH PEMBERTON, Esa. 

Sir W. BUCHANAN RIDDELL, Bart. 
WILLIAM H. SALTWELL, E 

Tus Ricut Hon. Sm MONTAGUE E. SMITH. 
C. REYNOLDS WILLIAMS, E 

WILLIAM WILLIAMS, Esa. 

HENRY THOMAS YOUNG, Esa. 


Solicitors.—Mazssrs. DOMVILLE, LAWRENCE, GRAHAM, & LONG. 





FINANCIAL POSITION on Ist January, 1878. 


Assurances eo 80 60 fe te te $4,821,000 
oe oom Bonus thereon... .. «1s 8 «os 000 
Assurance-Claims and Bonus paid .. .. .. 3,008,000 
Annual Revenue ee ee oe 006 «8 ee 48 220,000 


«+ £1,682,625 
1,000,000 


Assurancs Fund ee es ee ee es 
Share Capital, fully subscribed eels 
(Paidup .. .. «+ .« £160,000) 


SECURITY.—Higher reserves sgainst ~~ liabilities are maintained by the Institute of Actuaries’ Tables of Mortality, 


, than b 


| which are employed by this Socie 
® total 


BONUS.—Nine-tenths of 
$84 per £1,000 policy. 


im ee in recognised use (See Government Schedules). 
rofits divisible every five years amongst the Assured. The recent Division averaged 


arliamentary Accounts, Bonus Report, Proposal Forms, and full information will be forwarded on application to 








CAL, MEDICAL, AND GENERAL LIFE 
ASSURANCE SOOIETY. - 
13, St. James’s Square, London, 8.W. 
City Branch; Mansion House Buildings, E.C, 
FINANCIAL RESULTS. 
The Annual Income exceeds... oe ee ee 
The Assurance Fund is over 
The New Policies in the last year were 544, assuring 
Tee New Annual ums Were oe. ee 
The Total Claims by Death pai d, amount to. ee ee e £3,736,794 
Subsisting Assurances and Bonuses amount to ee $6,356,262 
DISTINCTIVE FEATURES. 
Credit of half the first five Annual Premiums anaes on whole-term 
Palicies on healthy Lives not over 60 years of a 
Endowment Assurances — without Prous, payable at death 
@on attaining a specified 
Tavalid Lives assured at vate proportioned to the risk. 
Qaims paid thirty days after proof of death, 


BONUS. 

The Reversionary Bonus at the Lee ge Division in January, 
WN (amounting to £357,014), averaged 5 po pee and the Cash 
Bonus 30 per cent., on the Premiums paid in the 5 

The Next Division of Profits will my place in aouary, 1882, and 
Persons who effect New Policies before the end of June next will be 
byt at that Division to one year’s additional share of Prcfits over 


s. 
. REPORT, 1877. 
The £3rd Annual Report just is sued; and the Balance Sheets for the 
= ending ss 1877, as re ndered to the Board of Trade, can be 
at either of the Society’s Offices, or of any of its Agents. 
GEORGE CUTOLIFFE, Acrvasy anp Sscrerarr. 





COMMISSION. 
Wer cent. on the First Premium, and 5 per cent. on Renewals, is 
wowed to Solicitors. The Commision will be continued to the perso n 
the Assurance, ~~ reference to the channel through 
Which the ums may be paid 





EVERSIONARY AND LIFS antEREers I in 
— _ or pings onthe wns AY Wie ties and AN 1Es 
RQUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
10, LANCASTER-PLACE, WATERLOO-BRIDGE, STRAND, 
Established 1835, Paid-up ——— £180,000, 


Trequired I be capital 
mq nterest on Loans may wi OWN; TON, 
QO, H, CLAYTON, 


Joint 
Secretaries. 





E. A. NEWTON, Actuary and Manager. 
as LONDON ASSURANCE. 
(Incorporated by Royal Charter, a.p. 1720.) 


FOR FIRE, LIFE, AND MARINE ASSURANCES, 
Head Office:~-No. 7, ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E.C. 


Governor—EDWARD BUDD, Esq. 

Sub-Governor—MARK WILKS COLLET, Esq. 

Deputy-Governor— WILLIAM RENNIE, Esq. 
Directors. 


H. Gough Arbuthnot, Esq. | A. C. Guthrie, Esq. 
Robert Burn Blyth, Esq. Louis Hath, Esq. 
William T. Brand, Esq. Henry J. B. Ay gy Esq. 
Major-General H. P. Burn. oa 
George W. Campbell, Esq. | Capt. R. Peliy, RN, 
orge B. Dewharst, Esq. | yg Bane ol Esq. 
Robert B. Dobree, Esq. 
George L. M. Gibbs, Esq. 
Robert Gillespie, Esq. 
Esq. 
Henry Goschen, Esq. 
Edwin Gower, Bsq. 


tors. 
Messrs. Collyer-Bristow, Wii 


— 
Upton, Budd, & thers, 
: & Russell, 4, Bedford-row, W.C. 


Messrs. Johnso 
riars, E.C. 


Atkey, 20, ‘Aust 


NOTICE is hereby given that the fifteen days of grace allowed for 
renewal of Lady-day Policies will rcs9 on 9th April. 


The Directors invite applications for for Agencies for the Fire aad Lifts 
Departments, 
Prospectuses, copies of the Fire, Life, and Marine Accounts, and ail 
other information can be had on an ee 
P. LAURENCE, Secretary. 


AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
COMPANY. Chief Offce—126, Chancery-lane, London, W.C, 
The Funds in hand “ ital subdserided amouat to upwards of 


i 000 aterling. 
Chairman—Jauxs Crppon, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Goldsmith-Ddaild- 
» e. 
Depaty-Chairman—C, Pamsearon, . (Lee & Pembdertons), Soliciter 
‘ah 44, LLincoly's-tnadetde. » 


description of Fire and Life Insurance business transacted. 
The Directors invite attention to the new form of Life Policy, which 
“ihe Com i “ae M Senge of Life Interest and 
8 pany advances Money on 
“Sacnon Gane f the Direotors’ Ri Report, and Annual Balance 
0 0! , a an 
sheet, and every information, sent post free, on application to 
FRANK M'GEDY, “actuary and Secretary, 
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m"NHE AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 

HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON, 

Baancuxs in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Korrachee, Agra 

Lahore, Shangh ai, Hong Kong. , 4 

Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 

tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100. 

Derostrs received for fixed periods on the following viz. — 
At Wie er cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of w: wal. 
For sorte periods deposits will be received on terms:to be agreed 


ge issued at the current exehange ofthe day on any ofthe Branche? 
ef the Bank free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or sen 
for collection. 

fates anp Purcwases effected in British and foreign securities, in 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same under- 
taken. 

Interest drawn and army, navy, and civil pay and pa realized 

Every other description Cay business and money agency, 
British and Indian transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairman. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER’S 
LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 

Estates, Town and Country Resi , Hanting and Shooting 
— ‘arms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property ot 
‘avestments generally, is published on the Sire day of each month, 
and may be obtained, free ofcharge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, E.C., 
or will be sent by postin return for two stamps,— —Partieulars for inser= 
tion should be received not later than four days previous tothe end 

of the preceding month. 


5} PER CENT. DEBENTURES. 


NATIONAL eereles AND AGENCY COMPANY OF 
EW ZEALAND, LIMITED. 
TavseTees—Charles cg Esq., 8, Konteibeed, & .C. 

Archibald Orr Ewing, Esq., M.P., of Ballikinrain, N.3. 
Cuarzman—Henry R. Grenfell, E-q., 27, Upper Thamzs-street, E.C. 
Banxers—Messrs. Smith, Payne, & Smiths ; 

Bank of Scotland. 

The Company RECEIV#®S MONEY on LOAN, for which it ISSUES 
DEBENTURES besring interest at 44 per cent. for 3 years, 5 per cent, 
for 5 years, and 53 os cent. for 7 years, payable half-yearly by coupons, 
which are attached to the Bonds. 

Full information and Application-Forms can be obtained at the Office 


of the my. 
37, pan an London, E.0. J. W. LEONARD, Sec. 


A DVERTISING.—C. H. MAY & CO.,GENERAL 
ADVERTISING OFFICES, 

78, Gracechurch-street, London, B.C. Established 1846. 

Advertisements received for insertion in all newspapers, &c. 

Estimates for G i Advertising, Special and very favourable 
terms quoted {or a series. 

C. H. MAY & CO. also receive advertisements addressed to ‘their 
offices, without extra ebarge. 

















LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON a 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE, 
No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 
ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 
direet the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantages 
of his long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the special in- 
sertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continueé 
sapport.—N. B. One copy of advertisement only required, and thestrictest 
eare and tude assared, (Officially stamped forms for adverstise 
ment and file of “ Looton Gaz-tte” kevt, By annointment. 


EDE AND SON 
ROBE MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL sPPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the — of the Judi 
ree Judicial Bench 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS? GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY E CLERGY GOWNS, ZC 
ESTABLISHED 1969. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


AN IMPORTANT CONVENIENCE TO LAW WRITERS AND 
SOLICITORS, 


ee 


SCARLET “INK FOR FOR STEEL PENS, 


ink is wnaffecte4 by »tee! pens; it te « most orilliant and 
amit, a ape parchment, and le consequently 











oft 
Ear Tatas bo st by alt ‘salle at lt, 24, 96.5 and 74.66 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 


WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONERS, 
192, Fleet-street, and | & 2, Chancery-lane, London, E.C. 

Carriage paid to the Country on Orders exceeding 20s, 

Darart Pare, 5s., 6s. %.. 7s. 6d., 7s. 9d., and 9s. 9d. per ream, 

Baer Parer, 15s. 6d., 178. 6d., and 23s. 6d. per ream. 

Foorscar Paper, 10s. ‘6d., 14s, 6d., and 18s 6d, per ream. 

Cream-Laip Nors, 3s., 4s, and 5s. per ream. 

Lares Caxam-iaip Nots, 4s. 64., 6s. 6d., and 86. per ram. 

Laneg Buvz Nore, 3s. 64., 4s. 6d., and 63. 6d. per ream 

Envetorgs, Cream on-Bive, $s, 9d., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 64. | r 1000, 

Tue “ Tempie’’ Envevope, extra secure, 9s. 6d. per t 

FootscaP OrriciaL Envetores, ls. 94. per 1 

Partaipes & Coorer’s Vettum Wove Ovs-Hover Nore, 9s. 6d, 
ream. Thisincomparable Paper has raised up a host of worthless 
imitations. _Purchasers are particularly requested to observe that 
each sheet bears the fac-simile water-mark, “PARTRIDGE & 
COOPER’S VELLUM-WOVE CLUB-HUUSE PAPER,” without 
which none is genuine. 

InpENTURE SkrNs, Printed and Machme-ruled, 2s. 5d, each, 288. per 
doz., 135s, per roll. 

— on Fottowers, Ruled, 2s. 1d, each, 24s. per dozen, 115s, per 
roll. 

RECORDS O2 MemoRIALS, 8d, each, 7s. 6d. per dozen. 

Ledgers, Day Books, Cash Books, Let'er or Minute Books. 

An immense stock in various bin dings. 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisitc snder the above Acts supplied on the shortest notice 











The BOOKS ana FORMS kept in stock for immediate ug 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed 
in the zr roper form for registration and distribution. SHARE CER. 
Ee TES, DEBENTURES, &c.,engraved andprinted. OFFICIAL 
No charge for sketches. Oom- 
oer — Stamps Railway. Kegistration Forms, 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 
(Late ASH & FLINT), 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &e., 49, Fleet 
street, London. E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn),. 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 








MUCH TIME AND WORRY SAVED 
BY SORTING YOUR PAPERS INTO 
STONE’S PATENT BOXES AND CABINETS 
** Exceedingly useful.” ti esr og 


Sold by Stationers everywhere Illustra’ed Catal frow 
HENRY STONE, MANUFACTURER & PATENTES, ANBURY, 


All Sizes can be seen 
18, CRANBOURNE-S REET, LEIOUSTER-SQUARE LONDON. 


LAW COPYING OFFICE; 


75, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.O. 


DEED and WRITING Engrossed and Copied 
Copies, 14:. per folir; no = pm on nee En grossments, 
2d. per folio. Parchment, 28 


LAW PRINTING. iis printed at the 
fixed scale. Writs, &c., printet wit» Solicitor’s name, 7s. 6d. per 
Ys Par-iculars and Conditions of Sale, &e,, printed with expedi+ 


LAW LITHOGRAPHY.—Drafts of Deeds, | &e., 
. _. wphe! with expedition, Plans of Estates copied, red 
om and lichog-aphed, 


LAW STATION ERY.—Draft Paper from 6s. per 


ream, F.wlecap Pap r from 94, per ream. Brief Pa; 
1és, per ream. Official Envelopes of every size. ne 


PARCHMENT .—Indentures ruled and red lined 
for 15, 20, and 30 folios, 248. dvzen ; Followers, 228, dozen. 


NOTE PAPER and ENVELOPES of every de 
scription, Die Sinking and Stamping. 
ACCOUNT BOOKS from 21s. per set. A large 


stock of —— 
od eg Be nen, from 260. Stands, 16e, 6d. 
Inkstands, Bodkina, oa, Buaners, Tape, Ferret, &c., &e. 


EDWARD TANN, 


Wheteste and Retail Law, General, Commercial, and Fancy Siationer 
Lithographer, Printer, Engraver, and Account Book Maker, 


75, CHANCERY LANE, & 308, HIGH HOLBORE- 








ach; and in glass botties at 64, and Is. cach, 








Samples forwarded, Letimates given. 
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